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Foreword 

In  this  History  of  the  DALLAM  family  I  have 
endeavored  to  bring  down  to  date  and  locate  the  men 
of  the  family,  who  are  to  perpetuate  the  name. 

In  closing  each  branch,  I  have  given  the  name  and 
address  of  the  latest  member  of  whom  I  have  received 
a  record,  and  his  descendants  can  carry  down  the  line 
from  where  I  stop.  In  some  cases,  I  feel  confident  that 
the  last  named  is  dead,  because  a  late  letter  to  him  has 
not  been  answered  or  returned,  which  shows  that  the 
recipient  of  the  letter  has  no  interest  in  this  Genealogy. 

When  we  have  numerous  families  each  of  over  ten 
children,  and  the  continuous  use  of  the  family  names 
of  RICHARD,  WILLIAM,  and  JOSIAS,  without  any 
dates  of  their  respective  births  or  deaths,  this  History 
becomes  complicated,  and  it  is  difficult  to  locate  each 
individual  member  having  the  same  Christian  name. 

It  is  with  no  disrespect  to  the  distaff  side  of  the 
family  that  I  cannot  give  the  names  and  continue  the 
descent  of  the  female  members,  because,  if  I  did,  this 
History  would  become  too  voluminous,  and  I,  therefore, 
dismiss  the  female  children  by  simply  noting  their  num¬ 
ber,  and  sometimes  where  I  am  able,  I  give  their 
Christian  names. 

Equally,  it  is  with  no  disrespect  that  I  have  omit¬ 
ted  several  accounts  of  certain  activities  of  the  rela¬ 
tives  of  some  of  my  correspondents  and  have  only 
recorded  here  special  instances  that  I  thought  might 
be  of  general  interest  to  all  of  the  family  who  receive 
this  book. 
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The  Dallam  Family 

When  the  genealogist  attempts  to  write  up  the 
early  history  of  a  family  in  America,  he  finds  how 
defective  are  the  records,  and  how  much  he  has  to 
depend  upon  tradition  and  fable  to  be  able  to  make  a 
presentable  family  tree. 

The  early  settlers  of  America,  and  in  fact,  the 
early  settlers  of  any  new  country,  are  generally  people 
of  humble  life,  who  have  few  worldly  goods,  and  whose 
chief  desire  in  a  new  country,  where  competition  is  not 
so  strong  as  in  their  old  home,  is  to  lessen  the  labors 
of  their  struggles  for  existence;  or  they  are  sons  of 
noble  families  exiled  for  some  social  or  financial  rea¬ 
sons,  who  are  careless  in  their  movements,  live  easy 
lives,  and  leave  but  few  records. 

After  a  settlement  has  been  established  and  some 
property  acquired,  a  few  changes  in  ownership  or  a 
few  deaths  require  that  a  court  of  record  should  be 
established,  and  when  such  a  court  is  established,  it 
is  primitive  in  its  appointments,  with  a  lax  and  care¬ 
less  administration,  so  that  to  trace  back  to  the  Crown, 
or  the  original  proprietor  the  title  of  land,  in  many 
cases  is  most  difficult.  Where  that  great  devastator, 
fire,  has  not  destroyed  them,  carelessness  or  theft  has 
caused  great  gaps  in  record  books,  so  that  we  can  only 
accept  possession  as  ownership,  and  tradition  to  sub¬ 
stantiate  many  of  our  titles  to  real  property,  or  in  our 
case  to  draw  a  picture  of  our  family  tree. 

We  know  that  the  progenitor  of  our  family  was 
a  certain  RICHARD  DALLAM,  who  tradition  affirms 
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was  a  Lawyer,  who  came  over  from  England  in  1694 
or  1696,  and  settled  in  Calvert  County,  Maryland. 

9.  he  historians  of  the  family,  apart  from  my 
grandfather,  were  his  eldest  daughter,  my  AUNT 
SUSAN  (who  married  REV.  LYTTLETON  F. 
MORGAN,  LID.,  of  Baltimore)  and  his  youngest 
sister,  FRANCES  PACA  SMITH  DALLAM,  born 
November  10,  1800,  died  January  11,  1872  (who  mar- 
lied  1HOMAS  BLAND Y  of  Delaware).  These  two 
women  were  well  educated  for  their  day.  The  latter 
was  the  more  cultivated,  as  she  had  traveled  exten¬ 
sively  and  was  well  versed  in  English  literature,  and 
while  traveling  she  wrote  home  the  most  charming 
letteis,  which  I  listened  to  with  much  interest  while 
a  boy,  as  they  were  being  read  in  the  family  circle. 
AUN1  SUSAN  was  a  different  type.  She  was  a 
dreamy  young  woman,  who  wrote  poetry  and  subse¬ 
quently  two  novels,  and  after  she  married  DR. 
MORGAN,  being  without  children,  she  devoted  her 
time  entirely  to  her  religious  duties. 

MRS.  BLANDY,  whom  I  shall  now  call  AUNT 
FANNY,  prepared  a  short  history  of  the  family,  which 
was,  as  far  as  I  can  ascertain  and  verify,  correct  as 
regards  pedigree  and  chronology,  but  absolutely 
without  dates.  , 

I  he  personal  dates  put  in  this  History  are  the 
result  of  the  most  careful  and  exhaustive  search  of  the 
Maryland  Records,  made  by  MRS.  ANNA  F.  KLEMM, 
who  is  the  granddaughter  of  AUNT  FANNY.  We 
must  excuse  AUNT  FANNY  for  any  errors,  however, 
by  stating  that  most  of  the  story,  as  she  wrote  it,  was 
obtained  from  her  brother,  my  grandfather,  DR.  WIL¬ 
LIAM  MIDDLEMORE  DALLAM,  who  it  is  said, 
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obtained  most  of  his  early  facts  from  his  uncle, 
RICHARD  DALLAM  4th,  whom  I  know  as  the  “War 
Horse”  and  of  whom  I  shall  speak  later. 

I  have  endeavored  to  trace  RICHARD  DALLAM 
back  to  England  without  success.  He  evidently  was 
a  descendant  of  one  of  the  sons  of  THOMAS  DAL¬ 
LAM,  who  was  the  first  of  a  distinguished  family  of 
organ  builders  in  England  in  the  17th  Century,  and 
whose  history  is  set  forth  in  the  “DICTIONARY  OF 
NATIONAL  BIOGRAPHY,”  to  which  I  will  refer, 
when  I  close  the  American  Branch  and  try  to  give  an 
interesting  story  of  the  English  Family  of  our  name. 

RICHARD  DALLAM  1st  was  a  member  of  the 
established  Church  and  his  movements  should  have 
been  recorded  in  the  records  of  the  Church  of  “All 
Saints  Parish”  in  Calvert  County,  which  were  de¬ 
stroyed  by  two  separate  fires  in  1826  and  1836.  The  site 
was  then  abandoned  and  a  new  Church  built  farther 
up  on  the  hill.  Around  the  old  Church  there  had  been  a 
number  of  graves,  but  when  I  examined  the  property, 
I  tried  to  find,  if  possible,  the  grave  of  RICHARD 
DALLAM.  There  was  not  a  single  gravestone,  nor 
evidence  of  any  grave  being  visible.  The  accounting 
Warden  of  the  present  Vestry  advised  me  to  abandon 
the  hunt,  as  he  was  unable  to  find  the  graves  of  any  of 
his  relatives,  who,  he  well  knew,  had  been  buried  in 
that  graveyard,  as  his  family  had  been  in  the  neigh¬ 
borhood  for  over  200  years. 

The  Bible,  which  had  the  records  of  the  DALLAM 
Family,  was  destroyed  by  fire  in  1864  and  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  that  neither  of  my  Aunts  thought  it  worth  while, 
after  its  destruction,  to  make  notes  of  births  and 
burials  from  their  memory,  and  I  regret  to  say,  that 
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THE  DALLAM  FAMILY 


during  their  lifetime,  when  I  could  have  talked  to  them, 
over  fifty  years  ago,  I  had  no  interest  whatever  in 
genealogy,  otherwise  the  story  I  now  write  would  have 
been  more  interesting.  For  most  of  my  early  dates  I 
have  been  dependent  upon  certain  letters  of  my  Grand¬ 
father  and  notes  which  he  put  in  some  of  his  books. 

While  immigrants  and  settlers  of  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  States  were  Puritans  with  few  worldly  goods  and 
the  settlers  of  Pennsylvania  were  Quakers,  equally 
poor  in  money,  the  emigrants  to  Maryland  and 
Virginia  were  of  a  higher  social  class.  They  usually 
had  some  money  and  took  a  higher  social  position  than 
that  of  the  settlers  of  the  more  northern  States,  and 
RICHARD  DALLAM,  as  hereafter  described,  was  of 
this  superior  class. 

Whether  RICHARD  purchased  land  on  his  settling 
in  Calvert  County,  we  cannot  say,  as  all  the  old  Cal¬ 
vert  County  Records  were  destroyed  by  fire  in  1882. 
That  he  had  a  legal  education  is  undoubted,  because 
his  first  public  appearance  in  1701  proved  he  had  such 
qualifications,  and  he  practiced  as  a  Lawyer  until  the 
day  of  his  death.  My  inquiries  in  London  show  that 
he  was  not  a  registered  barrister,  as  a  letter  from  the 
Keeper  of  the  Records  shows  that  he  was  not  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  either  of  the  three  Inns. 

After  the  death  of  my  brother,  WILLIAM  L. 
DALLAM  of  Baltimore  in  1890,  who  was  less  inter¬ 
ested  in  genealogy  than  I  was,  in  answering  a  letter 
of  inquiry  from  Texas,  I  casually  noted  that  I  was  then 
head  of  the  DALLAM  FAMILY  in  America.  That 
note  subsequently  compelled  me  to  answer  certain 
other  letters  of  inquiry.  These  inquiries  were  made  to 
me  by  distant  relatives,  who  desired  to  join  the 
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Patriotic  Societies,  which  were  being  organized 
throughout  the  country  at  that  time,  in  order  to  sub¬ 
stantiate  their  claims  for  admittance  to  such  Societies. 

In  this  increased  correspondence,  I  soon  found  that 
there  were  DALLAMS  in  New  York,  Maryland,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Texas,  Missouri,  Iowa, 
California  and  Oregon,  and  each  and  every  one  of 
these  correspondents,  without  exception,  claimed 
descent  from  RICHARD  DALLAM,  through  one  of 
his  two  sons,  WILLIAM  or  RICHARD,  and  no  other 
progenitor  was  named. 

MRS.  KLEMM’S  researches  also  found  among 
the  records  of  “St.  James  Parish,’ ’  Anne  Arundel 
County,  the  death  and  burial  of  a  certain  THOMAS 
DALLAM  on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  1699.  She  has  no 
further  record,  and  I  cannot  find  his  name  mentioned 
in  any  recitals  in  papers  of  that  period,  and  none  of 
my  correspondents  know  anything  about  him. 

The  first  legal  record  we  have  of  RICHARD 
DALLAM  was  in  1701  and  from  that  date  to  the  day  of 
his  death,  he  held  a  prominent  position  in  legislative 
and  social  life.  The  legislative  records  have  been  sup¬ 
plied  by  my  cousin,  RICHARD  DALLAM,  Esq.,  who 
abstracted  them  from  the  Maryland  Archives.  The 
first  appointment  of  RICHARD  1st  was  on  May  12, 
1701,  as  clerk  of  a  Committee  in  the  House  of  Dele¬ 
gates. 

From  April  26,  to  May  3,  1704,  he  served  as  clerk 
to  the  Committee  on  Laws  of  the  House  of  Delegates. 
Again  on  September  6,  1704,  he  was  appointed  clerk  to 
the  same  Committee.  On  December  9,  1704,  the  House 
of  Delegates  allowed  RICHARD  DALLAM  twenty 
shillings  with  which  to  buy  a  ring  for  his  “services 
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in  helping  to  preserve  Public  Records  from  the  fire  at 
the  ‘Stadt  House.’  ” 

On  April  10,  1706,  he  appears  again  acting  as 
clerk  of  Council  or  Upper  House. 

On  September  28,  1708,  he  was  elected  clerk  of  the 
House  of  Delegates  and  continued  the  same  until  Octo¬ 
ber  25,  1709,  when  William  Taylord  was  elected  clerk 
in  place  of  RICHARD  DALLAM,  “who  has  been  very 
sick.” 

On  October  24,  1710,  he  was  again  elected  clerk  of 
the  House  of  Delegates  and  continued  through  the 
various  Sessions  until  November  11,  1713,  when  being 
very  sick,  he  had  leave  granted  him  to  go  home  and  a 
Deputy  Clerk  was  appointed  in  his  stead. 

On  June  22,  1714,  it  was  reported  to  the  House  of 
Delegates  that  “RICHARD  DALLAM  had  died  since 
the  last  Assembly.” 

During  the  same  period  he  must  have  been  in 
active  practice,  because  his  name  appears  on  various 
legal  papers,  one  where  he  signed  himself  as  Deputy 
Commissary  of  Calvert  County  in  1712.  He  also  must 
have  been  a  member  of  the  Town  House  of  Burgesses, 
because  he  was  appointed  by  them  in  1707,  to  investi¬ 
gate  charges  made  against  a  certain  Richard  Clark  of 
Anne  Arundel  County. 

We  also  find  from  the  Church  Records  that  he  was 
a  Pew  Holder  in  “All  Saints  Parish”  on  June  2,  1702, 
a  vestryman  in  1704,  and  as  late  as  1713. 

I  think  that  he  married  BETTY  MARTIN  either 
before  or  shortly  after  he  became  a  Pew  Holder  in  1702, 
and  died  in  April,  1714.  Appraisement  of  his  personal 
Estate  was  filed  on  the  12th  day  of  May,  1714,  Letters 
of  Administration  having  been  taken  out  by  his  wife, 
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ELIZABETH,  and  his  friend,  WILLIAM  SMITH, 
before  that  date.  These  Administrators  filed  their  first 
account  on  May  4,  1715,  in  which  ELIZABETH  signed 
as  ELIZABETH  SMITH,  showing  that  she  had  mar¬ 
ried  WILLIAM  SMITH  within  a  year  after  her  first 
husband’s  death.  Later  accounts  were  filed  in  1726 
and  1730. 

According  to  the  Archives  of  Maryland,  the  Attor¬ 
neys  practicing  in  Provincial  and  County  Courts,  at 
that  period,  were  a  pretty  bad  lot,  and  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Council  held  on  September  30,  1707,  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  present,  an  order  was  passed  which  disbarred 
all  the  Lawyers  practicing  at  that  time  before  the 
Court  until  they  could  individually  show  themselves 
honorable  and  reputable  citizens. 

On  the  same  date,  however,  September  30,  1707, 
RICHARD  DALLAM,  one  of  the  practitioners  before 
the  Courts  of  Calvert  County,  petitioned  that  he  might 
be  readmitted  to  practice  as  formerly,  which  petition 
was  granted  and  it  was  ordered  that  a  Certificate  be 
made  to  him  accordingly. 

Whatever  position  he  may  have  held  before,  there 
is  a  note  on  the  Records  that  on  November  11,  1709, 
RICHARD  DALLAM  was  also  admitted  to  practice 
in  the  Provincial  Courts  of  Maryland.  Although  he 
invariably  appears  as  RICHARD  DALLAM  of  Cal¬ 
vert  County,  his  name  frequently  appears  as  acting  in 
Anne  Arundel  County.  He  possibly  went  to  Church  in 
“St.  James  Parish,”  because  there  are  two  records 
of  him  therein,  one  of  which  was  a  payment  made  to 
him  in  tobacco  (the  currency  of  those  times)  for  hav¬ 
ing  acted  as  Deputy  Registrar  during  the  absence  of 
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Thomas  Hughes  on  February  5,  1703,  late  clerk  of 
the  Parish. 

We  now  take  up  his  social  life.  As  stated  above, 
I  assume  that,  when  he  took  the  Pew  in  “All  Saints 
Parish,”  it  was  about  the  time  he  married  BETTY 
MARTIN,  and  therefore,  he  was  married  in  1702  or 
1703.  The  question  now  comes  up,  who  was  this  cele¬ 
brated  woman,  whom  tradition  asserts  to  have  been 
most  attractive  and  beautiful,  with  numerous  admirers 
and  of  whom  many  newspaper  articles,  in  recent  years, 
have  been  written  and  still  continually  appear?  I  can- 
nof  see  that  she  made  much  impression  in  Colonial 
Days,  because  nobody  thought  enough  of  her  to  record 
her  birth  or  keep  a  portrait  of  her. 

MRS.  KLEMM  has,  after  a  most  careful  and  ex¬ 
haustive  search  of  the  available  County  Records, 
given  me  the  MARTIN  History. 

There  is  a  district  in  Calvert  County  known  as 
the  “Upper  Hundreds  of  the  Clifts.”  At  the  present 
time,  our  western  country  is  divided  into  sections  of 
640  acres  each,  but  in  Colonial  times,  grants  and  farms 
in  Maryland  were  generally  in  multiples  of  a  hundred 
acres. 

According  to  these  records,  there  was  a  certain 
prominent  wealthy  farmer  in  that  district  known  as 
“WILLIAM  MARTIN  of  the  Clifts,”  who  was  a  land- 
owner  in  1677.  He  married  Isabel,  widow  of  George 
Abbott,  probably  as  his  second  wife,  and  settled  the 
accounts  of  his  wife’s  former  husband. 

We  find  his  signature,  in  writing ,  to  the  Will  of 
a  neighbor  signed  July  14,  1680,  but  WILLIAM  MAR¬ 
TIN  apparently  on  his  death-bed  signed  his  Will  the 
23rd  of  September,  1689,  by  a  mark.  In  this  Will, 
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proved  August  31,  1690,  he  devised  to  his  daughter, 
ELIZABETH  MARTIN,  evidently  a  daughter  by  a 
first  wife,  a  certain  tract  of  land,  “to  fall  to  her  at  ye 
age  of  16  or  the  day  of  her  marriage,  which  as  shall 
happen  ye  first.”  Also  after  certain  bequests  to  other 
people,  he  gives  to  his  daughter,  ELIZABETH,  one- 
half  of  his  residuary  estate  and  appoints  his  wife  as 
executrix.  This  Will  shows  that  BETTY  MARTIN, 
at  this  date,  was  not  sixteen  years  of  age. 

Again  a  certain  John  Scott,  who  apparently  was 
guardian  of  ELIZABETH  MARTIN,  a  minor,  by  his 
Will,  dated  May  30,  1699,  devised  to  ELIZABETH 
MARTIN  a  certain  tract  of  ground  “if  she  be  sixteen 
years  of  age  or  married”  which  shows  that  at  the  date 
of  that  Will,  BETTY  MARTIN  was  still  under  sixteen 
years  of  age.  He  also  bequeathed  her  certain  beds  and 
furniture  which  his  executrix,  Christain  Scott,  de¬ 
livered  to  ELIZABETH  MARTIN  on  May  1,  1702, 
showing  that  she  was  still  unmarried;  but  we  further 
find  that  Christain  Scott  having  died,  her  executor,  on 
May  1,  1712,  delivered  to  ELIZABETH  DALLAM 
certain  wearing  apparel,  which  Christain  Scott  had 
bequeathed  to  ELIZABETH.  This  identifies  our 
BETTY  MARTIN  and  shows  that  she  was  then  mar¬ 
ried,  as  we  know,  before  1712.  I  note  these  dates 
simply  to  show  the  age  of  BETTY  MARTIN. 

Shortly  after  the  Chicago  Fair  in  1893,  a  St.  Paul 
newspaper  published  a  long  account  of  BETTY  MAR¬ 
TIN.  It  had  evidently  been  written  by  some  woman 
from  Maryland,  who  knew  something  of  the  family 
and  although  it  contained  elements  of  truth,  it  was  so 
embellished  by  newspaper  twaddle  and  the  imagina¬ 
tion  of  the  writer,  that  I  wrote  to  the  Editors  of  the 
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Journal,  but  they  declined  to  give  me  the  name  of  the 
writer.  In  that  account,  I  first  found  printed  the 
couplet : 

“Pretty  Betty  Martin,  tiptoe  find, 

Who  couldn’t  find  a  husband  to  suit  her  mind.” 

which  my  Grandfather  had  often  talked  about  and 
said  originated  with  our  BETTY  MARTIN.  I  would 
like  to  find  out  where  this  couplet  originated,  but  as 
yet  I  have  not  been  so  fortunate.  A  descendant  of  the 
prominent  Luther  Martin  of  Maryland  claimed  that 
it  1  el  erred  to  one  oi  his  relations,  which  could  not  be, 
as  Luther  Martin  was  not  born  until  1748.  This  St. 
Paul  article,  with  variations,  appeared  in  a  St.  Louis 
newspaper.  It  was  again  incorrect  in  various  addi¬ 
tional  particulars.  Again  in  Munsey’ s  Magazine  of 
November,  1896,  in  an  article  by  Louisa  Allan  Mayo, 
on  “Celebrated  Colonial  Dames,’’  an  absolutely  wrong 
statement  was  made,  that  BETTY  MARTIN  had  mar¬ 
ried,  as  her  second  husband,  a  man  named  Winston. 
This  adoption  oi  the  name  of  Winston  was  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  story  made  in  other  papers,  that  her  second 
husband,  WILLIAM  SMITH,  was  nephew  of  the  Duke 
of  Marlborough.  My  idea  is  that  WILLIAM  SMITH 
did  not  belong  to  the  Churchills,  but  was  a  relative  of 
Sarah  Jennings,  Duchess  of  Marlborough.  Appar¬ 
ently  the  family  were  proud  of  their  connection  and 
named  the  children  Churchill  and  Winston  and  their 
home,  “BLENHEIM”  (after  the  Marlborough  Pal¬ 
ace),  and  WILLIAM  3rd  was  known  as  WILLIAM 
SMITH  of  BLENHEIM. 

When  women  ceased  to  be  slaves  and  a  man  had 
to  fight  for  the  woman  he  loved,  we  know  that  duels 
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were  fought  and  to  be  fashionable,  a  duel  was  part  of 
a  man’s  life. 

►Some  of  these  newspaper  articles  accused  the  two 
husbands  of  BETTY  MARTIN  of  having  fought  the 
customary  duel,  which  is  absurd,  because  they  were  evi¬ 
dently  prominent  people  of  their  day,  in  close  business 
relations,  as  we  find  them  as  witnesses  jointly  to 
several  papers  in  Maryland  Archives. 

There  are  numerous  traditions  about  these  two 
husbands  which  I  think  useless  to  recite  in  this  paper. 
There  is, a  story,  however,  that  of  the  “rutiled  shirt” 
which  my  Grandfather  used  to  tell  with  much  amuse¬ 
ment,  which  will  not  be  out  of  place.  I  repeat  it  here, 
because  it  has  been  perverted  and  made  ridiculous  by 
some  newspaper  writers. 

The  facts  are,  as  might  be  expected  with  two 
young  men  in  a  new  country,  they  had  a  very  limited 
wardrobe,  and  the  story,  as  given,  was  that  there  was 
only  one  dress  shirt  in  their  joint  possession.  It  is 
told  that  when  the  one  of  the  two,  who  visited  the  fair 
ELIZABETH,  wore  that  dress  shirt,  the  other  lover 
remained  at  home  in  less  courtly  attire. 

Now  we  know  that  BETTY  MARTIN  married 
WILLIAM  SMITH  before  May  4,  1715,  but  who  was 
WILLIAM  SMITH?  I  thought  it  was  idle  to  attempt 
to  search  the  records  to  identify  a  man  of  such  a  com¬ 
mon  surname,  and  therefore,  I  accepted  partly  the 
statement,  with  variations,  as  told  by  my  Grandfather, 
that  RICHARD  DALLAM  and  WILLIAM  SMITH 
came  together  from  England  to  Calvert  County  and  on 
the  ship  met  JAMES  MARTIN  accompanied  by  his 
daughter,  ELIZABETH. 
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Now  we  find  that  BETTY  MARTIN’S  father  was 
named  William  and  although  it  is  possible,  it  is  hardly 
probable  that  BETTY  MARTIN  ever  crossed  the 
Atlantic,  as  trips  across  the  ocean  in  those  days  were 
very  exceptional.  I  think  that  the  intimacy  between 
these  people  must  have  commenced  and  ended  in 
Calvert  County. 

At  an  uncertain  date,  after  his  marriage,  WIL¬ 
LIAM  SMITH  with  his  wife  and  family,  moved  from 
Calvert  County  to  that  part  of  Baltimore  County,  now 
known  as  Harford  County,  where  he  died  January  11, 
1731.  By  his  Will,  proved  the  fourth  day  of  March, 
1731,  he  gave  to  his  Mother  a  competent  maintenance 
during  her  natural  life,  but  we  have  no  recorded  evi¬ 
dence  where  his  Mother  lived,  or  when  she  died.  After 
some  other  bequests,  he  gave  one-third  of  his  residuary 
estate  to  his  wife  and  the  residue  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions  to  his  three  children.  His  widow  lived  at  the 
“CRANBERRY”  and  died^  there  December  31,  1778, 
but  the  records  above  show  that  she  was  not  110  years 
of  age,  as  stated,  though  she  could  proudly  say  that  she 
lived  through  five  generations.  Although  it  has  been 
stated  that  she  was  buried  at  the  “CRANBERRY,” 
I  cannot  find  any  record  there  of  her  grave,  nor  was 
she  buried  at  “BLENHEIM,”  as  the  graves  there  are 
all  of  more  recent  date,  hence,  her  place  of  burial,  like 
that  of  her  husband,  RICHARD  DALLAM,  has  not 
been  definitely  determined.  The  family  graveyard  at 
the  “CRANBERRY”  was  originally  set  apart  by 
JOSIAS  WILLIAM  DALLAM  and  confirmed  by  the 
directions  in  his  Will,  that  when  the  property  was  sold, 
the  graveyard  should  be  reserved.  It  has  been  thor¬ 
oughly  cleaned  up,  fences  restored,  and  is  in  excellent 
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condition.  The  most  pretentious  monument  is  that  of 
uiy  Grandmother  and  is  a  marble  cylindrical  shaft 
upon  a  large  square  pedestal  base  and  with  covered 
urn  at  the  top.  The  north  and  south  sides  of  the 
pedestal  have  no  inscription.  On  the  west,  there  is 
sculptured  a  shield  against  which  are  projecting  flving 
arrows  and  underneath  the  text : 

“Taking  the  shield  of  faith  wherewith  ye  shall  be 
able  to  quench  all  the  fiery  darts  of  the  wicked.” 
“1  hanks  be  to  God  who  giveth  us  the  victory 
through  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.” 

On  the  east  is  inscribed : 

“MY  MOTHER” 

and  underneath: 

“Ye  who  have  known  a  Mother’s  love 
If  here  in  future  years  ye  roam 
Let  no  rude  hand  this  marble  rase 
It  marks  a  Mother’s  resting  place — 

A  Mother  loved,  remembered  well — 

Eternity  the  rest  shall  tell.” 

This  monument  adjoins  the  gravestone  of  my  Grand¬ 
father,  and  had  been  put  there  by  my  Aunts.  The  text 
on  the  monument  was  selected  by  AUNT  SUSAN,  the 
poet,  and  the  poetry  is  of  her  composition. 

My  Aunts  neglected  to  put  on  the  monument  the 
full  name  of  their  Mother,  FRANCES  SMITH,  or  the 
date  of  her  birth  or  death.  She  probably  was  born 
about  17S2,  was  married  September  1,  180S,  to  my 
Grandfather,  DR.  WILLIAM  MIDDLEMORE  DAL¬ 
LAM,  from  whose  diary  I  find  that  she  died  on  Septem¬ 
ber  11, 1S30. 
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I  have  ordered  these  dates  to  be  carved  on  the 
monument. 

In  concluding  the  history  of  WILLIAM  SMITH 
and  BETTY  MARTIN,  I  would  say  that  they  had 
three  children,  respectively,  ELIZABETH,  WINS¬ 
TON,  and  WILLIAM  2nd. 

ELIZABETH  married  JOHN  PACA  and  had  two 
sons,  AQUILLA  and  WILLIAM  and  five  daughters. 
WILLIAM  born  October  31,  1740,  a  Signer  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence,  became  Governor  of 
Maryland  in  1782,  and  was  appointed  Judge  in  1789 
of s the  United  States  Court  of  Maryland,  which  posi¬ 
tion  he  held  until  his  death  in  1799.  AQUILLA  had 
three  wives.  He  left  two  daughters,  PRISCILLA 
(who  married  RICHARD  BOOTHBY  DALLAM  and 
went  to  St.  Louis),  and  FRANCES  (who  married 
JOSIAS  MIDDLEMORE  DALLAM  and  went  to  Cali¬ 
fornia).  Thus  we  connect  the  Western  members  of  our 
family  with  the  SMITH  family. 

WINSTON  married  first  PRISCILLA  PACA,  by 
whom  he  had  no  issue.  By  his  second  marriage  to 
Widow  Stokes,  he  had  one  son,  whom  I  call  WILLIAM 
3rd,  who  owned  the  farm  “BLENHEIM.”  He  had 
two  wives.  By  the  first  wife,  Miss  Giles,  he  had  two 
children,  whose  descendants  I  do  not  follow.  By  his 
second  wife,  SUSANNA  PACA,  his  cousin,  he  had 
two  children,  one  son,  PACA  SMITH,  born  December 
2,  1779,  died  August  25,  1830,  who  was  prominent  in 
Maryland  affairs,  and  one  daughter,  FRANCES,  who 
married  my  Grandfather,  DR.  WILLIAM  MIDDLE- 
MORE  DALLAM. 

Now  we  take  up  the  second  son,  WILLIAM 
SMITH  2nd,  who  married  ELIZABETH  RIGBY  and 
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had  numerous  children  of  whom  daughter  SARAH 
married  JOSIAS  WILLIAM  DALLAM,  who  owned 
the  “  CRANBERRY,  ”  and  another  daughter, 
MARTHA,  married  FRANCIS  MATTHEWS  DAL¬ 
LAM,  who  went  to  Kentucky.  Of  the  other  children 
I  have  no  record. 

I  have  included  this  much  of  a  history  of  the 
SMITH  family  to  show  the  paternity  of  those  who 
have  intermarried  with  the  DALLAM  family. 

Going  back  to  our  progenitor,  RICHARD  DAL¬ 
LAM,  we  find  that  he  and  ELIZABETH,  his  wife 
(BETTY  v  MARTIN)  had  four  children,  named 
ELIZABETH,  CHRISTAIN  (generally  called  Kitty) 
WILLIAM  and  RICHARD  2nd,  but  we  have  no  exact 
dates  of  their  respective  births.  The  eldest  was 
ELIZABETH,  who  married  SAMUEL  WEBSTER 
February  22,  1726,  and  there  are  records  of  ten  chil¬ 
dren  of  that  marriage  born  between  the  years  1727 
and  1742. 

As  said  in  the  foreword,  it  is  with  no  lack  of  inter¬ 
est  or  respect  that  I  do  not  follow  the  female  line  of 
descendants ;  if  I  did,  this  History  would  be  unneces¬ 
sarily  voluminous. 

I  dismiss  the  WEBSTER  branch,  therefore,  by 
saying  that  it  is  very  extensive  in  numbers  and  my 
cousin,  ELIZABETH  PLEASANTS  DALLAM  of 
Maryland,  a  descendant  of  RICHARD  2nd,  whose 
family  intermarried  with  the  WEBSTER  family,  has 
prepared  an  elaborate  Chart  of  that  family. 

The  second  daughter,  CHRISTAIN  (evidently 
named  after  CHRISTAIN  SCOTT,  the  wife  of  the 
guardian  of  BETTY  MARTIN)  married  RICHARD 
CASWELL,  who,  I  think,  was  a  son  of  a  sister  of 
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WILLIAM  SMITH,  and  the  nephew  to  whom  in  his 
Will  he  bequeathed,  “to  my  nephew,  RICHARD  CAS¬ 
WELL,  one  negro  named  Jenny.”  The  tradition  is 
that  WILLIAM  SMITH  brought  his  nephew, 
RICHARD  CASWELL,  with  him  from  England  on 
one  of  his  several  voyages.  RICHARD  CASWELL 
and  KITTY  had  four  children.  The  second  of  whom, 
RICHARD  2nd,  born  August  3,  1729,  subsequently 
became  Governor  of  North  Carolina.  Thus  we  have 
two  grandsons  ot  BETTY  MARTIN,  who  became 
Governors  of  two  of  our  original  States. 

My^ brother,  WILLIAM  L.  DALLAM,  bought  at 
a  public  sale,  a  portrait  of  a  beautiful  woman  in 
Colonial  attire  and  jokingly  remarked  that  it  was 
KITTY  CASWELL.  Some  reporter  put  this  story  in 
a  newspaper  article,  which  brought  me  a  lengthy 
correspondence  with  Mrs.  Robertson,  Regent  of  the 
BETTY  MARTIN  Chapter  of  the  D.  A.  R.  in  Texas, 
a  great-granddaughter  of  RICHARD  CASWELL, 
who  was  interested  in  BETTY  MARTIN’S  descend¬ 
ants.  She  told  me  that  she  had  made  a  strenuous 
search  regarding  the  CASWELL  family,  and  in  1907, 
could  find  no  male  descendants  of  any  social  import¬ 
ance  of  the  name  of  CASWELL,  and  with  this  state¬ 
ment,  I  dismiss  the  CASWELL  family. 

Of  the  two  sons  of  RICHARD  DALLAM,  WIL¬ 
LIAM  1st  and  RICHARD  2nd,  WILLIAM  was  evi¬ 
dently  the  elder,  although  we  have  no  positive  dates  of 
the  birth  of  either,  but  they  were  close  together. 

My  Grandfather  claimed  that  WILLIAM  was  the 
elder  son,  and  as  the  descendants  of  RICHARD  ac¬ 
knowledge  that  he  was  the  younger  son,  I  take  up 
their  history  in  that  order. 
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RICHARD  DALLAM  1st,  at  the  date  of  his 
death,  held  title  to  considerable  property,  most  of 
which  came  through  his  wife.  As  he  died  intestate,  the 
property  descended  to  his  four  children  subject  to  his, 
widow’s  dower,  but  what  became  of  the  property,  we 
cannot  tell,  as  the  records  of  Calvert  County,  as  stated 
above,  have  been  destroyed.  The  records  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  of  his  Estate  are  most  interesting  and  I 
give  them  probably  a  greater  space  than  necessary, 
simply  as  an  illustration  of  legal  matters  in  those  days. 

An  inventory  of  his  Estate,  as  filed  by  the  Ap¬ 
praisers  the  lltli  day  of  June,  1714,  looks  like  the 
inventory  of  a  country  store,  as  it  enumerates  150 
items,  apparently  everything  in  his  possession,  from 
two  hair  brushes  appraised  at  sixpence  to  9390  pounds 
of  tobacco.  Also  six  negro  men  and  one  negro  woman, 
and  the  aggregate  in  all  was  about  £500.  The  first 
account  has  apparently  been  lost,  but  the  second 
account,  with  a  number  of  collections,  shows  a  net 
balance  of  £415,  2  shillings,  sixpence  in  money,  and  in 
debts  due  his  Estate  by  173  different  people,  whose 
residences  are  given  in  Talbot,  Arundel,  Prince 
George,  Dorchester,  Somerset,  Baltimore  and  St. 
Mary’s  Counties,  which  aggregate  over  86,000  pounds 
in  tobacco,  which  was  then  the  currency  of  the  country. 

The  second  account  filed  June  12,  1716,  shows  that 
RICHARD  DALLAM  was,  at  that  time,  a  rich  man,  a 
very  derelict  collector,  but  a  most  generous  creditor, 
as  most  of  these  debts  are  marked  “desperate,”  show¬ 
ing  that  the  Administrators  had  very  little  hope  of 
collection.  According  to  the  cash  received,  tobacco,  at 
that  time,  was  valued  at  one  Colonial  penny  per  pound, 
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showing  that  RICHARD  DALLAM,  as  said  above,  was 
quite  a  rich  man. 

WILLIAM  SMITH,  the  stepfather,  evidently 
took  charge  of  all  the  property,  as  the  oldest  child  of 
RICHARD  and  BETTY  could  not  have  been  much 
over  ten  years  of  age  at  the  death  of  the  father. 

Now,  we  take  up  WILLIAM  1st,  the  elder  son, 
who  died  September  21,  1761,  having  married  ELIZA¬ 
BETH  JOHNSON  on  January  10,  1737.  WILLIAM, 
as  set  forth  in  the  inventory  of  his  Estate,  was  called 
MAJOR  WILLIAM,  but  how  he  acquired  that  title  is 
not  apparent.  He  died  before  the  Revolution,  so  pos¬ 
sibly  the  title  may  have  come  from  Colonial  Wars,  but 
although  we  have  the  records  of  the  enlistments  in 
Revolutionary  Wars,  we  have  no  records  of  Colonial 
troops.  The  only  public  positions  he  held  were  Justice, 
from  November  15,  1750,  to  October  2,  1751,  and  “Of 
the  Quorum,”  March,  1750,  and  1751,  also  that  of 
vestryman  of  St.  George’s  Parish  in  1749.  The  inven¬ 
tory  of  his  Estate  was  like  that  of  his  father, 
RICHARD,  only  more  extensive,  as  it  includes  seven¬ 
teen  slaves  by  name,  valued  from  £15  each  to  £60. 

It  was  through  ELIZABETH  JOHNSON,  whose 
story  I  will  now  relate,  that  my  branch  of  the  DAL¬ 
LAM  family  apparently  acquired  most  of  their  money. 

In  Maryland,  during  the  17th  Century,  there  were 
several  wealthy  families,  one  of  whom  was  that  of 
GOULDSMITH.  Of  this  family  CAPTAIN  GEORGE 
GOULDSMITH,  a  land  owner  in  1650  and  Captain  of 
the  Foote  in  1664,  had  two  daughters,  one  of  whom 
was  named  ELIZABETH.  She  first  married  COLO¬ 
NEL  NATHANIEL  UTIE,  another  prominent  land 
owner  after  whom  Spesutia  Island  was  named,  of 
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which  he  was  the  owner,  about  1660.  After  his  death 
in  1675,  she  married  CAPTAIN  HENRY  JOHNSON 
in  1677,  who  was  Captain  of  the  Foote  of  Baltimore 
County  in  1689,  and  also  held  several  public  offices.  He 
died  in  1689.  By  this  marriage,  she  had  one  son, 
JOSEPH,  of  whose  birth  I  have  no  record,  but  he  died 
in  1731.  JOSEPH  married  ANN  TODD,  July  5,  1713, 
who  was  one  of  a  prominent  family  of  that  date,  whose 
history  is  set  forth  in  the  Virginia  Historical  Maga¬ 
zine,  Volume  24,  and  had  issue,  ELIZABETH  JOHN¬ 
SON,  born  in  1719,  who  married  MAJOR  WILLIAM 
DALLAM,  January  10,  1737.  After  the  death  of 
HENRY  JOHNSON,  his  widow,  ELIZABETH,  mar¬ 
ried  EDWARD  BOOTHBY,  also  a  prominent  English¬ 
man,  who  had  settled  in  Maryland,  who  died  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1698.  ELIZABETH  died  August  4,  1699, 
leaving  a  daughter  FRANCES  BOOTHBY,  date  of 
her  birth  unknown,  who  married  October  20,  1720,  an¬ 
other  Englishman,  DR.  JOSIAS  MIDDLEMORE, 
born  in  1682,  who  came  to  Maryland  in  1720  and  died 
in  1755. 

The  MIDDLEMORE ’S  had  two  sons,  EDWARD, 
who  died  in  February,  1739,  and  JOSIAS  HAMPTON, 
who  died  in  November,  1739.  These  two  boys  are 
buried  in  the  “CRANBERRY”  graveyard,  but  I  have 
no  record  of  the  graves  of  DR.  MIDDLEMORE  and 
his  wife,  FRANCES. 

DIi.  MIDDLEMORE,  by  his  Will,  devised  con¬ 
siderable  Real  Estate,  including  “PALMER’S 
POINT,”  part  of  which  was  known  as  the  “CRAN¬ 
BERRY,”  after  the  death  of  his  wife  to  members  of 
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the  DALLAM  family,  and  the  remainder  of  his  Estate 
to  his  widow  absolutely. 

The  widow  died,  and  being  without  surviving  issue, 
by  her  Will,  proved  February  13,  1758,  devised  addi¬ 
tional  property  to  the  DALLAM  family,  as  they  were 
the  descendants  of  ELIZABETH  JOHNSON,  the 
daughter  of  her  half-brother,  JOSEPH  JOHNSON, 
and  thus  our  family  became  wealthy  for  those  days. 

In  the  “CRANBERRY”  parlor  there  hung  a 
lithograph  of  the  BOOTHBY  Coat-of-Arms,  which 
FRANCES  adopted.  It  is  a  pretty  Coat-of-Arms  of 
a  lion’s  jmw  surrounded  by  a  motto: 

“Mors  Christi  Mors  mortis  mihi ” 
a  free  translation  of  which  is : 

“Death  of  Christ  is  the  Death  of  Death  to  me.” 

Some  of  our  family  have  been  using  this  Crest,  which 
I  do  not  think  they  have  any  right  to  do. 

MAJOR  WILLIAM  and  ELIZABETH  had  four 
sons,  JOSTAS,  WILLIAM,  RICHARD  and  JOSIAS 
WILLIAM.  The  former  two  died  in  their  minority. 
RICHARD  was  born  September  24,  1743,  JOSIAS 
WILLIAM  November  5,  1747.  After  the  death  of  his 
wife,  ELIZABETH,  on  October  24,  1748,  MAJOR 
WILLIAM  married  ANN  MATTHEWS,  on  July  23, 
1754,  and  had  two  children,  FRANCIS  MATTHEWS 
and  ELIZABETH,  but  I  have  no  definite  dates  of  their 
respective  births,  and  their  history  will  be  hereafter 
set  forth.  MAJOR  WILLIAM,  the  father,  died 
September  21,  1761,  only  three  years  after  the  death 
of  MRS.  MIDDLEMORE. 
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RICHARD  4th  (older  son  of  MAJCR  WILLIAM 
and  ELIZABETH),  whom  I  call  the  “War  Horse” 
married  FRANCES  PACA,  May  16,  1765,  and  had 
issue,  two  sons,  who  died  without  surviving  issue.  His 
wife  FRANCES  died,  and  he  subsequently  in  succes¬ 
sion  married  PEGGY  CARLISLE/ MARY  HART  and 
JANE  McCALL,  but  had  no  issue  by  either  of  them 
and  died  in  Lexington,  Kentucky,  in  1820,  a  most 
honored  and  respected  citizen.  During  his  life  in  Mary¬ 
land,  he  held  almost  every  office  in  the  gift  of  his  fellow 
citizens  and  his  name  appears  continually  with  high 
praise  in  Revolutionary  records. 

JOSIAS  WILLIAM  (the  second  surviving  son  of 
MAJOR  WILLIAM  and  ELIZABETH),  was  born 
November  5,  1747.  He  married  his  cousin,  SARAH 
SMITH,  January  25,  1770,  who  was  the  granddaughter 
of  ELIZABETH  MARTIN,  being  the  daughter  of  her 
son,  WILLIAM  2nd.  I  have  no  record  of  her  birth,  but 
she  died  November  18,  1797.  JOSIAS  WILLIAM  was 
a  staunch  Methodist  and  a  great  friend  and  supporter 
of  BISHOP  ASBURY.  In  BISHOP  ASBURY’S 
Journal,  in  Volume  1,  which  covered  his  itinerary  from 
December  1,  1772,  to  November  9,  1773,  he  wrote  that 
he  made  eight  visits  to  my  great-grandfather’s  house, 
and  in  the  Third  Volume  of  his  Journal  covering  the 
second  visit  to  America,  on  page  306,  he  writes  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

“Sabbath — March  31,  1811 — Once  more  to 
Josias  William’s.  Baptised  his  little  daughter, 
Henrietta  Rogers.  I  visited  his  son  Doctor  Wil¬ 
liam,  and  baptised  his  son,  Josias  William  Dal¬ 
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This  JOSIAS  WILLIAM  DALLAM  was  my  father, 
who  died  in  1870.  I  have  no  doubt  that  JOSIAS  WIL¬ 
LIAM,  the  elder,  not  only  by  moral  help,  but  by  fin¬ 
ancial  aid  assisted  BISHOP  ASBURY  in  establishing 
Cokesbury  College,  that  unfortunate  effort  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  sectarian  college  in  a  sparsely  settled  neighbor¬ 
hood.  It  did  good  work  for  the  ten  years  of  its 
existence,  but  when  it  was  burned  down  on  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1795, 1  think  it  was  a  relief,  as  it  was  a  constant 
source  of  expense  to  the  few  people  who  supported  it. 
All  this  is  interesting  history  fully  set  forth  by  DR. 
BERNARD  C.  STEINER  in  his  valuable  volume. 

JOSIAS  WILLIAM  inherited  and  occupied  the 
“CRANBERRY”  and  had  by  SARAH,  six  sons  and 
three  daughters,  and  after  her  death,  he  married 
HENRIETTA  JONES  on  January  24,  1800,  by  whom 
he  had  tour  additional  children,  three  sons  and  one 
daughter.  He  died  December  9,  1820. 

I  will  now  write  the  histories  of  the  six  sons  by 
his  wife  SARAH,  as  far  as  I  can  from  the  information 
that  I  have. 

WILLIAM  MIDDLEMORE  (the  eldest  son  of 
JOSIAS  WILLIAM)  was  born  June  24,  1777,  died 
April  3,  1859,  and  was  my  Grandfather. 

RICHARD  BOOTHBY  (second  son  of  JOSIAS 
WILLIAM),  born  February  10,  1779,  married  his 
cousin  PRISCILLA  PACA,  granddaughter  of  BETTY 
MARTIN,  March  28,  1799,  and  moved  to  St.  Louis. 

JOSIAS  MIDDLEMORE  (third  son  of  JOSIAS 
WILLIAM),  born  December  4,  1782,  also  married  a 
cousin,  FRANCES  PACA  and  had  seven  sons  and 
five  daughters  and  moved  to  California. 
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FRANCIS  JOHNSON  (fourth  son  of  JOSIAS 
WILLIAM),  born  March  3,  1787,  died  April  30,  1857, 
married  SARAH,  daughter  of  Rev.  James  J.  Wilmer 
and  widow  of  James  Philips.  He  remained  in  Mary¬ 
land  and  occupied  the  “CRANBERRY.” 

PHILIP  RIGBY  (fifth  son  of  JOSIAS  WIL¬ 
LIAM)  died  unmarried. 

THOMAS  (sixth  son  of  JOSIAS  WILLIAM) 
died  in  infancy. 

Of-  the  three  daughters  of  JOSIAS  WILLIAM, 
ELIZABETH  first  married  HERMAN  STUMP  and 
afterwards  ABRAM  JARRETT;  the  second  daughter, 
SARAH  married  JOHN  PACA;  the  third  daughter, 
CASSANDRA  MARTHA  married  AQUILLA  LOCK- 
WOOD  and  had  issue,  ROBERT  MOSS  LOCKWOOD, 
born  in  1821;  married  June  19,  1849,  his  first  cousin, 
ELIZABETH  DALLAM,  daughter  of  FRANCIS 
JOHNSON  DALLAM,  and  had  issue,  FRANCES 
DALLAM  LOCKWOOD,  born  May  12,  1854,  still  liv¬ 
ing;  who  married  WILBUR  FISKE  MOSS,  since  de¬ 
ceased,  and  had  issue  five  children,  now  represented  by 
ROBERT  LOCKWOOD  MOSS  of  Fontana,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Neither  of  the  three  sons  of  JOSIAS  WILLIAM 
by  his  second  wife,  HENRIETTA  JONES,  left  any 
descendants,  and  only  one  made  a  special  record, 
JAMES  BAXTER,  who  was  an  officer  in  the  Seminole 
War  and  was  killed  by  the  Indians  in  July,  1839.  His 
memory  is  preserved  in  a  poem,  which  was  published 
in  the  newspapers  in  Baltimore  in  December,  1839, 
which  is  well  worth  reading. 

As  said  in  my  foreword,  I  do  not  make  record  of 
daughters,  but  I  must  now  make  another  exception 
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and  commend  dear  AUNT  FANNY,  the  daughter  of 
HENRIETTA  JONES,  who  married  May  1,  1821, 
THOMAS  BLANDY  and  left  six  sons  and  two 
daughters,  whose  history  has  been  prepared  by  her 
granddaughter,  MRS.  KLEMM,  as  previously  stated. 
One  of  the  two  daughters,  ELIZABETH,  married 
MARSHALL  SHAPLEIGH,  a  prominent  merchant  of 
Philadelphia. 

Now  we  take  up  DR,  WILLIAM  MIDDLE  MORE 
DALLAM  (eldest  son  of  JOSIAS  WILLIAM)  who 
married  FRANCES  SMITH  in  1808,  who  was  the 
daughter  of  WILLIAM  SMITH  3rd  (a  son  of  WINS¬ 
TON  SMITH),  who  was  the  eldest  son  of  BETTY 
MARTIN  by  her  second  husband,  WILLIAM  SMITH. 
There  were  seven  children  of  this  marriage,  the  eldest 
being  my  father,  JOSIAS  WILLIAM,  born  March  10, 
1811,  died  October  20,  1870,  having  married  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1844,  ALICE  ANN  ENGLISH,  who  was  born 
November  12,  1821,  died  June  2,  1898.  He  had  nine 
children,  five  sons  and  four  daughters.  The  eldest  son, 
WILLIAM  L.  died  October,  1890,  unmarried.  Three 
sons  died  in  minority,  leaving  myself,  DAVID  ENG¬ 
LISH,  born  April  14,  1849.  Of  my  four  sisters,  neither 
ol  them  married,  two  are  deceased  and  two  are  still 
living. 

My  personal  history  is  that  I  married  first,  March 
10,  1870,  ALENINA  KELTY  LAAV,  born  March  27, 
1851,  died  March  4,  1919,  by  whom  I  had  issue,  two 
sons,  JOHN  LAW,  born  June  21,  1877,  now  living  in 
Wyoming  and  DAVID  ENGLISH,  Jr.,  born  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1885,  died  October  13,  1918. 

JOHN  LAW  married  October  5,  1912,  ELIZA¬ 
BETH  FORBES,  born  February  9,  1875,  and  has 
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issue,  one  son,  JOHN  MURRAY  FORBES,  born 
December  13,  1914. 

DAVID  ENGLISH,  Jr.,  married  LILY  MONT¬ 
GOMERY  WEST,  January  14,  1911,  and  bad  issue, 
one  daughter,  NANCY  MONTGOMERY,  born  June 
28,  1917. 

I  married  as  my  second  wife,  April  4,  1923, 
HELEN  JOSEPHINE  WRIGHT,  born  July  18,  1862. 

JOHN  PACA  (second  son  of  DR.  WILLIAM 
MIDDLEMORE  DALLAM),  born  February  14,  1818, 
died  June  9,  1889,  having  married  MARY  GOLDS- 
BOROUGH  THOMAS  of  Talbot  County,  October  9, 
1862,  by  whom  he  had  two  sons,  ALBERT  RUSH 
DALLAM,  born  October  10,  1873,  now  living  at  Berlin, 
Somerset  County,  Pennsylvania,  married  but  without 
issue;  and  JOHN  LYTLETON  DALLAM,  born 
August  25,  1876,  died  unmarried  April  21,  1929. 

BENJAMIN  RUSH  (third  son  of  DR.  WILLIAM 
MIDDLEMORE  DALLAM),  born  May  9,  1820,  died 
March  2,  1866,  without  issue. 

WILLIAM  HERMAN  (the  youngest  son  of  Dr. 
WILLIAM  MIDDLEMORE  DALLAM)  the  Benjamin 
of  the  family,  born  February  18,  1822,  died  February 
12,  1858,  graduated  in  medicine  in  Maryland  and  went 
to  Texas.  He  married  FRANCES  MARTHA  SEGUI, 
born  July  29,  1825,  died  February  17,  1917,  leaving  a 
son,  WILLIAM  MORGAN,  born  February  2,  1858, 
died  January  18,  1915,  who  married  LENORE  ZUL- 
ENNE  IIAFER,  leaving  one  son  and  one  daughter. 
The  son,  WILLIAM  MORGAN,  2nd,  born  November 
25,  1895,  is  a  constructing  engineer  in  Philadelphia, 
married  IRENE  ALLEN  and  has  two  sons  and  two 
daughters.  The  sons  are  JOHN  SEGUI  DALLAM, 
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born  January  23,  1924,  and  WILLIAM  MORGAN 
DALLAM,  3rd,  born  April  30,  1926. 

Of  the  three  daughters  of  my  Grandfather,  the 
eldest,  SUSAN,  the  poet,  born  September  8,  1809,  died 
June  3,  1887,  married  REV.  LYTLETON  F.  MOR¬ 
GAN,  D.D.,  and  had  no  issue.  The  second  daughter, 
ELIZABETH,  died  unmarried.  The  youngest 
daughter,  FRANCES  CAROLINE,  married  REV. 
TILLOTSON  MORGAN  and  had  issue,  one  son,  now 
living,  REV.  WILLIAM  DALLAM  MORGAN,  D.D., 
born  January  1,  1855,  who  married  SALLIE  SPRIG G, 
April  17, 1902,  and  has  no  issue. 

As  previously  noted,  the  family  for  two  genera¬ 
tions  were  staunch  and  consistent  Methodists  and 
prominent  in  that  Church  in  Maryland,  and  two  of  my 
Aunts,  as  above  stated,  married  staunch  Methodists. 

The  people  who  have  studied  Church  History  know 
how  antagonistic  to  each  other  were  the  members  of 
the  Methodist  and  Roman  Catholic  Churches  in  past 
years,  and  still  are  in  some  places,  and  can  appreciate 
the  great  grief  of  my  AUNT  SUSAN  MORGAN,  when 
she  was  advised  that  her  brother,  whom  she  had  prac¬ 
tically  mothered,  had  married  a  Roman  Catholic.  This 
brother  named  his  son  after  his  sister  MORGAN  and 
she,  being  without  issue,  wanted  to  adopt  the  boy  and 
bring  him  up  in  the  Methodist  Church.  To  this  his 
Mother  objected  and  brought  her  boy  up  in  the  Catholic 
faith. 

RICHARD  BOOTHBY  (second  son  of  JOSIAS 
WILLIAM  DALLAM)  married  PRISCILLA  PACA 
on  March  28,  1799,  who  died  February  22,  1840,  and 
both  are  buried  in  Belle  Fontaine  Cemetery,  St.  Louis. 
They  had  six  children,  two  sons  and  four  daughters. 
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Of  the  two  sons,  RICHARD  and  PACA,  I  have  no 
record,  nor  do  I  have  any  record  of  the  daughters, 
LOUISA,  CASSANDRA,  SARAH  and  AMANDA. 

JOSIAS  MIDDLEMORE  (third  son  of  JOSIAS 
WILLIAM  DALLAM),  born  December  14,  1782,  died 
October  19,  1846.  He  married  FRANCES  PACA,  by 
whom  he  had  twelve  children,  seven  sons  and  five 
daughters,  whose  history  I  will  now  take  up. 

AQIJILLA  PACA  (eldest  son  of  JOSIAS  MID¬ 
DLEMORE)  died  in  California  without  issue. 

JOHN  PACA  (second  son  of  JOSIAS  MIDDLE- 
MORE)  born  December  12,  1816,  died  in  Calitornia  in 

i  858. *  1 

JOSIAS  WILLIAM  (third  son  of  JOSIAS  MID¬ 
DLEMORE)  born  August  30,  1817,  died  in  Ottawa, 
Illinois,  May,  1858.  He  married  ADELINE  LYON  and 
had  seven  sons  and  one  daughter,  respectively :  THEO¬ 
DORE,  who  left  no  issue;  THOMAS,  who  went  to 
Creston,  Iowa;  WILLIAM,  no  record;  GEORGE  was 
last  represented  by  a  grandson,  GEORGE  E.  DAL¬ 
LAM  in  Lyons,  Iowa;  EDWARD,  who  went  to  Ottawa, 
Illinois,  of  whom  I  have  no  further  record;  FRED¬ 
ERICK  died  without  issue;  PHILIP,  who  went  to 
Clinton,  Iowa,  and  EMMA. 

WILLIAM  MIDDLEMORE  (fourth  son  of 
JOSIAS  MIDDLEMORE)  born  October  10,  1822,  died 
in  Algiers,  Louisiana,  and  left  five  children. 

RICHARD  BOOTIIBY  (fifth  son  of  JOSIAS 
MIDDLEMORE)  born  December  2,  1824,  died  in  San 
Francisco  in  1898.  He  married  ANNIE  WEAVER, 
who  died  in  1908,  by  whom  he  had  two  daughters  and 
one  son,  FREDERICK  BOOTHBY,  born  June  14, 
1870,  who  married  ORIEL  SHEPHARD  and  is  now 
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living  in  San  Francisco.  He  has  two  children,  one 
daughter  and  one  son,  FREDERICK  WELWYN,  born 
in  1894,  who  married  KATHERINE  CLARE  NEVIN 
and  has  issue,  FREDERICK  W.,  born  in  1918. 

FRANCIS  ASBURY  (sixth  son  of  JOSIAS  MID- 
DLEMORE)  born  September  6,  1826,  in  Kentucky, 
died  in  Warsaw,  Illinois.  He  married  ANNA  M. 
McKEE  and  had  seven  sons  and  two  daughters.  The 
eldest  son,  FRANCIS  MIDDLEMORE,  born  April  9, 
1849,  in  Po'tosi,  Missouri,  was  raised  by  his  father  in 
Warsaw,  Illinois,  and  was  a  true  American  pioneer. 
He  went  to  California  in  1875,  and  in  1883  moved  to 
Washington  Territory,  located  at  Spokane  and  died  in 
Kelso,  Washington,  February  12,  1928.  He  was  promi¬ 
nent,  not  only  in  local  affairs,  but  in  political  matters, 
and  held  office  under  President  Harrison,  represented 
his  Party  in  National  Conventions,  and  at  his  death,  he 
was  the  owner  ot  the  Kelsonian  Tribune  of  Kelso, 
Washington.  He  left  two  sons,  FRANK  M.  DALLAM, 
born  February  10,  1880,  and  ARTHUR  LAWRENCE 
DALLAM,  born  September  2,  1896.  Both  are  married, 
but  at  this  date,  without  male  issue.  The  other  sons  of 
FRANCIS  ASBURY,  WILLIAM,  THOMAS,  JOHN 
and  GUY  died  without  issue.  PHILIP  (son  of 
FRANCIS  ASBURY)  born  in  St.  Louis,  May  22,  1853, 
was  the  Editor  of  the  Warsaw  Bulletin,  died  in  War¬ 
saw,  Illinois,  June  6,  1928,  leaving  one  daughter  and 
one  son,  PHILIP  IL  now  living  in  Minneapolis. 
RICHARD  (son  of  FRANCIS  ASBURY)  married 
LOTTIE  HILL  and  is  now  living  in  St.  Louis  and  has 
issue. 

PHILIP  RIGBY  (seventh  son  of  JOSIAS  MID¬ 
DLEMORE)  born  September  5,  1830,  died  a  minor. 
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Of  the  five  daughters  of  JOSIAS  MIDDLE- 
MOKE,  I  must  mention  SARAH  ELIZABETH,  born 
March  6,  1828,  who  died  in  California,  having  married 
GEORGE  W.  ARMES  of  San  Francisco.  To  judge 
from  my  correspondents,  she  was  a  remarkable  woman. 
Nothing  was  too  good  to  be  said  of  her.  One  of  these 
correspondents  says:  “There  are  many  good  people 
in  the  world  and  we  often  hear  of  one  in  a  thousand, 
but  MRS.  ARMES  was  one  in  a  million.”  She  was  the 
Mother  of  DR.  WILLIAM  DALLAM  ARMES,  Pro¬ 
fessor  of  Literature  in  the  University  of  California, 
one  of  the  most  popular  men  on  the  West  Coast,  who 
died  in  1920.  “BILLY  ARMES,”  as  he  was  called  by 
his  intimate  friends,  was  a  member  of  the  Bohemian 
Club  of  San  Francisco  and,  I  think,  of  the  Lamb’s  Club 
of  New  York.  He  suggested,  urged  and  lived  to  see 
the  completion  of  the  Greek  Theatre  at  Berkeley,  and 
I  understand  a  chair  in  that  has  been  endowed  to  his 
memory.  He  not  only  held  an  enviable  record  in  his 
Professorship,  but  also  was  noted  for  his  artistic 
tastes.  He  made  a  remarkable  selection  of  Japanese 
art  and  other  beautiful  curios,  which  collection  his 
heirs  jointly  and  generously  gave  to  the  University  of 
California. 

FRANCIS  J.  (fourth  son  of  JOSIAS  WILLIAM 
DALLAM)  had  four  sons  and  three  daughters.  The 
oldest,  JAMES  WILMER,  went  to  Texas  and  became 
prominent  there,  and  had  a  County  in  the  northwestern 
corner  of  Texas  named  after  him.  He  is  remembered 
particularly  for  having  codified  the  laws  of  Texas.  I 
have  had  correspondence  with  the  women  of  his  family, 
but  he  left  no  male  descendants  to  carry  on  his  name. 
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EDWARD  BOOTHBY  (second  son  of  FRANCIS 
J.)  married  HENRIETTA  MACTIER,  by  whom  he 
had  a  son  WILMER,  who  died  unmarried,  and  two 
daughters,  one  of  whom,  ELIZABETH  LAWRENCE, 
married  CURZON  HOFFMAN  of  Baltimore  and  left 
issue. 

FRANCIS  JOHNSON  (third  son  of  FRANCIS 
J.)  died  a  minor. 

HENRY  CLAY  (fourth  son  of  FRANCIS  J.) 
was  born  November  14,  1828,  died  March  7,  1887.  He 
was  a  graduate  of  Dickinson  College  and  studied  law 
at  the  University  of  Virginia.  He  was  a  Judge  of 
Appeal  Tax  Court  in  Baltimore.  He  left  one  daughter 
who  married  CAPTAIN  JOHN  BIGELOW,  U.  S.  A., 
and  three  sons,  two  of  whom  died  without  issue.  The 
surviving  son,  C.  BRAXTON  DALLAM,  residing  in 
Baltimore,  with  issue  one  daughter,  NANNIE,  married 
to  CHARLES  W.  MITCHELL  of  Baltimore. 

Of  the  three  daughters  of  FRANCIS  J.,  ELIZA¬ 
BETH  CASSANDRA  married  ROBERT  LOCK- 
WOOD;  SARAH  married  JOHN  DALLAM,  and 
MARY  ANN  married  CHARLES  H.  BARKSDALE 
and  had  issue,  DALLAM  BARKSDALE,  late  of  Rich¬ 
mond,  Virginia. 

We  now  return  and  take  up  RICHARD  2nd,  son 
of  RICHARD  1st  and  BETTY  MARTIN.  We  have 
no  accurate  date  of  his  birth  or  death  and  only  a  few 
dates  of  his  descendants.  He  married  FRANCES 
WALLACE,  by  whom  he  had  five  sons  and  two 
daughters.  The  first  son  was  RICHARD  3rd,  a 
Lieutenant  in  Harford  County,  who  was  taxed  a 
bachelor  in  1760  and  died  apparently  without  issue. 
His  Will  was  proved  March  12,  1805. 

Of  the  other  sons  of  RICHARD  2nd,  we  only  have 
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the  record  of  two,  WINSTON  and  JOHN,  both  of 
whom  were  members  of  the  Association  of  Freemen  of 
that  date^ftnd  JOHN  was  also  connected  with  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Safety  during  the  Revolution. 

WINSTON  married  MARGARET  GO VER  Janu¬ 
ary  9,  1772.  His  name  appears  in  Revolutionary 
history  as  First  Lieutenant  in  Company  #17,  organ¬ 
ized  the  first  of  April,  1776.  He  had  one  son,  who  died 

unmarried,  and  four  daughters. 

JOHN  married,  first  SUSAN  COALE,  and  subse¬ 
quently  MARY  WILSON  from  whom  most  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  members  of  the  family  in  Harford  County  are 
descended. 

JOHN,  by  his  first  wife,  SUSAN,  had  one  son 
SAMUEL  and  two  daughters.  SAMUEL  married 
SUSAN  JACOBY  and  had  three  sons,  first,  SAMUEL, 
who  married  CATHARINE  MURPHY  and  had  one 
son,  CHARLES,  who  left  no  issue;  second  son,  JOHN 
married  MARY  WHEELER  and  had  three  children, 
but  left  no  male  descendants ;  third  son,  WILLIAM,  of 
whom  I  have  no  record;  and  toui  daughters. 

JOHN,  by  his  second  wife,  MARY  WILSON,  had 
three  sons,’  JOSEPH  W.,  WILLIAM  and  RICHARD 
and  one  daughter. 

JOSEPH  W.  (eldest  son  of  JOHN  and  MARY 
WILSON  DALLAM)  born  in  1783,  married  MARY 
WORTHINGTON  and  had  one  son,  CHARLES 
WORTHINGTON  born  in  1817,  who  went  to  Macomb, 
Illinois.  He  was  married  twice  and  left  issue,  several 
sons  and  daughters.  Of  this  issue,  I  have  the  record 
of  CHARLES  T.  now  living  in  Iloxie,  Kansas,  with¬ 
out  issue;  FRANK,  who  is  deceased,  leaving  two  sons, 
HOWARD  and  ROY  of  whom  I  have  no  further 
record;  EDWIN  L.  now  living  in  San  Benito,  Texas, 
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who  has  remaining  issue,  three  daughters,  of  whom 
HELEN  is  connected  with  the  American  Conservatory 
of  Music  in  Chicago.  She  has  made  an  excellent  record 
for  herself  and  is  well  known  and  appreciated  in 
musical  circles. 

WILLIAM  (second  son  of  JOHN  and  MARY 
WILSON  DALLAM)  born  May  28, 1785,  died  April  15, 
1834.  He  married  SARAH  WEBSTER,  March  24, 
1813,  and  had  issue,  four  sons  and  two  daughters.  The 
fourth  son  was  DR.  WILLIAM,  born  April  2,  1822, 
died  August  31,  1899,  having  married  JOSEPHINE 
WEBSTER  April  25,  1843,  and  has  issue  surviving, 
two  daughters,  ELIZABETH  PLEASANTS,  born 
January  29,  1851,  and  LAURA  ARCHER,  born 
August  15,  1852,  and  one  son,  WILLIAM,  born  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1860,  who  married  HARRIET  WEBSTER  and 
has  issue,  one  daughter  JOSEPHINE  and  one  son, 
WILLIAM.  ELIZABETH  PLEASANTS  DALLAM 
of  Maryland  has  been  of  incalculable  help  to  me  in 
preparing  this  History,  and  she  has  prepared  the  most 
elaborate  and  careful  chart  of  the  family  of  her  parents 
and  of  the  WEBSTER  family,  with  whom  they  had 
intermarried.  She  will  be  glad  to  furnish  any  further 
information  concerning  the  family  that  is  in  her  power. 

RICHARD  (third  son  of  JOHN  and  MARY  WIL¬ 
SON  DALLAM)  whom  we  call  the  Fifth,  was  born 
March  12,  1789,  died  May  14,  1870.  He  married 
SARAH  WALLIS  October  17,  1815,  and  had  four 
sons,  JOHN  SMITH,  RICHARD  E.,  6th,  JOSEPH 
WORTHINGTON  and  WILLIAM  H. 

JOHN  SMITH  (the  eldest  son  of  RICHARD  5th 
and  SARAH  WALLIS)  born  July  21,  1816,  died  De¬ 
cember  2,  1898,  married  AMANDA  PRIGG  June  17, 
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1845,  and  had  issue,  six  sons  and  four  daughters.  Of 
the  sons,  CHARLES  LEE,  born  January  5,  1853,  died 
March  25,  1915,  married  ISABEL  ROBERTS  and  had 
issue,  three  sons,  DONALD,  born  in  1893,  now  living 
in  Harford  County;  JOHN  WINSTON,  born  in  1900, 
married  and  living;  CHARLES  LEE,  born  in  1903, 
married  and  living  in  Harford  County.  RICHARD 
JEFFERSON,  born  May  9,  1862,  living  in  1929. 
FREDERICK,  born  December  27,  1864,  died  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1918.  lie  married  HARRIET  DUVAL,  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1895,  and  had  issue,  two  sons  now  living, 
JAMES  HARRY  PRESTON  DALLAM,  born  Febru¬ 
ary  21,  1897,  and  KENELM  DALLAM,  born  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1902. 

RICHARD  E.  6th  (second  son  of  RICHARD  5th 
and  SARAH  WALLIS)  married  MARY  STANDI- 
FORD  and  had  issue,  two  daughters,  MARY  and 
SARAH,  and  three  sons,  BENJAMIN  F.,  deceased, 
married  and  left  daughters  now  living  in  Baltimore; 
FRANKLIN  PEIRCE  is  living  at  Fullerton,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  has  several  daughters  and  one  son,  WIL¬ 
LIAM  H.,  born  February  22,  1883,  now  living  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  ;  RICHARD  E.  lives  in  Peru,  Nebraska,  and 
has  several  sons  and  daughters,  but  of  whom  I  have 
no  record. 

JOSEPH  WORTHINGTON  (third  son  of 
RICHARD  5th  and  SARAH  WALLIS)  married 
OCT  A  VI A  AMELIA  GOUGH  and  had  issue,  four 
children,  WILLIAM,  who  died  in  California,  HARRY 
GOUGH,  M.  THERESA,  and  OCTAVIA  AMELIA, 
unmarried,  and  now  living  in  Baltimore.  From  M. 
THERESA,  I  have  received  most  valuable  information, 
not  only  of  the  Harford  County  relatives,  but  also  from 
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her  investigations  in  England,  while  a  student  at  Ox¬ 
ford,  to  which  reference  will  be  made  in  my  English 
Story,  which  will  follow  later: 

MAJOR  WILLIAM  H.  (fourth  son  of  RICHARD 
5th  and  SARAH  WALLIS)  born  August  16,  1825,  died 
February  22,  1883,  married  MARY  MAULSBY  Janu¬ 
ary  22,  1852,  and  had  issue,  three  daughters  and  one 
son,  RICHARD,  born  May  11,  1865,  who  has  helped 
me  most  materially  in  this  History,  having  supplied  the 
•records  from  the  Maryland  Archives.  He  married 
JOSEPHINE  R.  EVANS,  born  June  6,  1865,  on 
November  23,  1892,  and  has  issue,  two  daughters, 
REBECCA  and  MARY,  and  two  sons,  RICHARD,  Jr., 
born  March  3,  1900,  who  married  KATHERINE  MIL¬ 
LER,  and  JOHN  EVANS,  born  May  28,  1906,  un¬ 
married. 

Returning  to  FRANCIS  MATTHEWS  (son  of 
MAJOR  WILLIAM  DALLAM  by  his  second  wife, 
ANN  MATTHEWS)  FRANCIS  M.  married 
MARTHA  CASSANDRA  SMITH  (daughter  of  WIL¬ 
LIAM  SMITH  2nd,  a  son  of  BETTY  MARTIN,  and  a 
sister  of  SARAH  SMITH,  who  married  JOSIAS 
WILLIAM  DALLAM)  and  had  issue,  six  daughters 
and  three  sons,  NATHAN  SMITH  (whose  record  will 
follow);  WILLIAM,  who  died  unmarried;  FRANCIS 
R.  who  went  to  Mayfield,  Kentucky,  married  and  had 
issue,  but  I  have  no  record  of  his  family. 

NATHAN  SMITH  (the  eldest  son  of  FRANCIS 
M.  and  MARTHA  SMITH)  born  December  19,  1782, 
died  January  1,  1837,  married  SARAH  HICKS  (born 
January  5,  1792,  died  January  12,  1839)  and  had  issue, 
six  sons  and  four  daughters. 
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JAMES  L.  (the  eldest  son  of  NATHAN  SMITH 
DALLAM)  born  September  8,  1808,  died  February  18, 
1879,  married  ELIZABETH  MARIA  FLOURNOY,  by 
whom  he  bad  four  sons,  SAMUEL  died  without  issue; 
MAJOR  HERBERT  S.,  born  December  1,  1836,  died 
June  14,  1863,  without  issue;  WALTER  SCOTT  and 
CHARLES  BLAIR  died  without  issue.  Of  the  three 
daughters,  FRANCES  married  JOHN  MARTIN  of 
Texas  and  had  three  sons,  HUGH,  JAMES  and  HER¬ 
BERT  DALLAM  MARTIN  of  Texas.  JAMES  L.  by 
his  second  marriage  to  LETTIE  SHELBY  November, 
1856,  had  three  sons  and  one  daughter,  MARY  LEWIS 
DALLAM  POWELL,  who  lives  in  Paducah,  Kentucky. 
Of  the  sons,  ISAAC  married  NANCY  ROBIOU  of 
Paducah,  Kentucky,  and  now  lives  in  Palestine,  Texas. 
They  had  one  son,  LOUIS,  now  residing  in  Dallas, 
Texas;  FRANK  died  without  issue;  JAMES  L.  2nd 
married  MARY  RANKIN  and  has  one  son,  HENRY 
RANKIN  and  one  daughter. 

FRANCIS  HENRY  (second  son  of  NATHAN 
SMITH  DALLAM)  married  CAMILLA  BARBOUR 
and  has  three  daughters,  RUBY,  KATHERINE  and 
FLORENCE. 

CHARLES  B.  (third  son  of  NATHAN  SMITH 
DALLAM)  born  August  14,  1814,  married  MISS 
MINER,  but  left  no  issue. 

WILLIAM  J.  (fourth  son  of  NATHAN  SMITH 
DALLAM)  born  December  19, 1821,  died  May  25,  1893, 
married  KATE  ADAIR  MILES  and  had  issue,  three 
sons,  WILLIAM  J.,  Jr.;  DOUGLAS,  who  died  in 
September,  1928,  and  CHARLES  FRANCIS,  and  one 
daughter,  SARA  ISABEL,  who  married  GEORGE  II. 
STOCKWELL  and  had  issue,  one  son  GEORGE  H., 
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Jr.,  and  one  daughter,  KATHARINE  STOCKWELL 
HAZZARD.  CHARLES  FRANCIS  married  ADA 
CHANDLER  and  had  issue  one  son,  JOHN  CHAND¬ 
LER  DALLAM,  now  connected  with  the  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  and  residing  in  Bridgeport,  Connecticut. 

EDWARD  (fifth  son  of  NATHAN  SMITH  DAL¬ 
LAM)  died  unmarried. 

LUCIEN  CLAY  (sixth  son  of  NATHAN  SMITH 
DALLAM)  married  LIZZIE  SOAPER  and  went  to 
Henderson,  Kentucky,  and  had  issue,  two  sons, 
CHARLES  E.,  since  deceased;  CLARENCE,  who  was 
married  twice,  but  left  no  male  issue,  and  three 
daughters,  SUSANNAH,  who  married  HENRY  BUR¬ 
NETT  of  Louisville,  Kentucky;  SARA,  who  married 
MUSCO  BURNETT  of  Paducah,  Kentucky,  and 
ELIZABETH,  who  married  GEORGE  COBB  of 
Boston. 

It  is  with  much  regret  that  I  close  this  paper, 
which  I  commenced  over  twenty  years  ago,  with  such 
a  limited  record  of  the  present  generation,  but  as  said 
in  the  FOREWORD,  that  as  my  recent  letters  to  some 
of  my  old  correspondents  remain  unanswered,  I  can¬ 
not  continue  the  records  of  such  a  branch  of  the  family. 

Although  only  a  few  of  the  men  of  our  name  have 
attained  a  prominence  in  worldly  affairs,  I  can  say, 
with  the  records  before  me  of  five  generations,  that 
there  have  been  none  who  have  brought  any  disgrace 
upon  our  name,  and  I  close  with  the  hope  that  the 
future  generations  shall  maintain  as  clean  a  record  as 
their  predecessors. 


July,  1929 
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The  English  Story 

When  I  make  my  first  entry  into  a  town  or  city, 
that  has  a  local  Directory,  I  immediately  examine  it  to 
see  whether  there  are  any  residents  there,  that  bear  my 
name.  These  examinations  have  given  me  the  pleasure 
of  becoming  acquainted  with  several  of  my  distant  rela¬ 
tives,  but  on  neither  of  my  various  visits  to  England 
or  the  Continent  have  I  ever  found  in  any  City  any 
man  by  the  name  of  DALLAM,  nor  met  anyone  who 
had  ever  seen  a  DALLAM  until  he  met  me. 

On  my  first  visit  to  England  in  1890,  and  subse¬ 
quent  correspondence,  I  ascertained  that  there  was  a 
district  in  the  Black  Country  called  DALLAM  and  that 
there  was  a  DALLAM  FORGE  COMPANY  named 
after  the  place.  1  also  learned  that  there  was  a  village 
called  DALHAM  in  Suffolk  and  a  show  place  named 
DALLAM  TOWER  in  Westmoreland,  but  the  name 
was  used  only  geographically  and  not  as  that  of  a 
family. 

As  I  was  not  interested  in  genealogical  search  at 
that  time,  I  paid  no  attention  to  the  subject,  and  it  was 
not  until,  say  1907,  that  I  took  any  interest  at  all  in 
the  matter.  About  that  time,  I  saw  advertised  in  the 
offerings  of  old  books,  a  copy  of  ‘‘THE  DIARY  OF 
THOMAS  DALLAM”;  of  course  I  sent  for  it  and 
read  it  with  much  interest  and  I  advise  my  readers,  if 
they  can,  to  obtain  a  copy  of  this  book  and  read  it. 
It  is  most  interesting,  not  only  because  it  is  the  first 
publication  about  any  of  the  family  name,  but  also  as  a 
book  of  travels.  It  was  issued  as  Volume  87  of  Publi¬ 
cations  of  the  “HAKLUYT  SOCIETY”  in  1893. 
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Possibly  about  the  same  time,  I  received  from 
SHACKELFORD  DALLAM  of  Paducah,  Kentucky, 
a  copy  of  his  exhaustive  searches  in  England  regarding 
the  name  of  DALLAM.  He  apparently  searched  all 
the  various  indices  in  the  records  of  the  Public  Offices 
and  the  records  of  the  ‘‘COURT  OF  EXCHEQUER” 
and  other  ancient  legal  registers,  which  he  transcribed, 
as  he  thought,  in  the  original  Latin. 

You  must  remember  that  the  few  records,  from 
which  can  be  obtained  any  definite  information,  gen¬ 
erally  relate  to  suits  and  countersuits  in  regard  to 
real  property  and  not  to  persons.  To  search  for  per¬ 
sons,  we  have  to  examine  Parish  Church  registers.  It 
is  rare  to  find  any  old  City  Directories,  as  the  first  real 
Directory  for  London  was  not  issued  until  about  1780. 

SHACKELFORD  apparently  also  searched  Eng¬ 
lish  literature  and  extracted  from  Scott’s  poem  “THE 
BATTLE  OF  BANNOCKBURN”  (1314): 

“Let  stags  of  Sherwood  leap  for  glee, 

And  bound  the  Deer  of  Dallam-lee.” 

which  reference  I  suppose  is  to  the  DALLAM  TOWER 
PARK  in  Westmoreland. 

At  that  date,  still  only  slightly  interested,  I  put 
his  valuable  contribution  aside  for  a  more  convenient 
study. 

It  was  only  after  my  Cousin,  MISS  M.  THERESA 
DALLAM,  went  to  Oxford  in  1913,  and  made  exhaus¬ 
tive  searches  during  her  residence,  and  subsequently 
amplified  the  same  by  additional  searches  in  1925, 
which  she  recorded  in  a  little  book,  of  which  she  sent 
me  a  copy,  that  I  really  took  up  the  investigation  of  the 
English  family.  With  these  papers  before  me,  I  com- 
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menced  a  careful  research  in  1927,  verifying  what  my 
Cousins  had  already  done  and  extending  it,  with  the 
aid  of  professional  genealogists,  to  acquire  all  possible 
information  I  could  on  the  subject. 

We  must  understand  that  in  ancient  times  few 
people  knew  how  to  read  and  a  lesser  number  to  write, 
and  the  scribe,  in  writing  dictation  from  his  Lord, 
spelt  names  phonetically,  and  I  frequently  found  the 
same  proper  name  spelt  differently  in  the  same  paper. 

In  my  researches,  therefore,  through  the  courtesy 
of  the  London  Telephone  Company,  I  examined  a  copy 
of  every  telephone  directory  in  the  United  Kingdom 
of  August,  1927,  and  looked  up  the  name  of  DAL¬ 
LAM  and  any  other  name  spelt  phonetically  that 
sounded  like  DALLAM.  The  only  telephones  recorded 
other  than  that  of  the  DALHAM  Post  Office  and  DAL¬ 
LAM  COAL  COMPANY,  was  that  of  REV.  A.  A. 
DALLMAN  of  Preston,  who  wrote  me  that  he  was  of 
French  origin  and  had  no  relations  whatever  of  the 
name  of  DALLAM,  and  that  I  was  the  first  one  of  that 
name  he  had  ever  heard  of. 

SHACKELFORD  DALLAM  noted  the  first  ap¬ 
pearance  of  the  name  of  DALHAM  in  “THE  DOOMS¬ 
DAY  BOOK”  1066,  which  referred  to  the  Manors  of 
DALHAM  in  Suffolk.  I  went  to  the  Record  Office  and 
examined  their  invaluable  Book,  and  then  made  my 
first  visit  to  the  village  of  DALHAM  in  Suffolk.  “THE 
DOOMSDAY  BOOK”  showed  there  were  two  Manors 
of  DALHAM  and  the  name  was  evidently  given  prac¬ 
tically  after  its  geographic  position.  The  village  is  a 
Hamlet-in-a-dale,  surrounded  by  hills.  In  fact,  the 
name  of  DALE-HAM  is  found  in  one  of  SHACKEL¬ 
FORD’S  abstracts. 
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As  far  as  I  could  judge,  “William  the  Conqueror’ ’ 
in  10G6  gave  these  Manors,  or  put  a  charge  upon  them 
in  tavor  of  one  or  more  of  his  retainers  or  Lords  in 
Waiting,  and  they  assumed  the  name  of  DALHAM. 

Through  the  kindness  of  REV.  A.  E.  SHEW- 
RING,  the  Rector,  I  examined  the  various  records, 
which  go  back  to  the  time  of  Elizabeth. 

The  entire  property,  about  3500  acres,  about  5*4 
miles  east  of  Newmarket,  includes  a  village  of  300 
people,  which  with  the  exception  of  the  Rectory  is 
owned  practically  body  and  soul  by  the  Lord  of  the 
Manor.  The  property  was  held  first  by  Margaret, 
Queen  of  England  (consort  of  Edward  I) ;  then  granted 
to  Walter  of  Norwich;  then  purchased  by  THOMAS 
STUTERVILLE  in  the  reign  of  Henry  IV  (whose 
family  held  it  for  some  three  hundred  years).  Then  it 
was  purchased  by  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Ely,  who  built 
the  present  Hall  about  1706,  and  it  was  sold  by  him  to 
the  AFFLECK  Family,  who  held  it  for  over  two  hun¬ 
dred  years,  and  then  sold  it  to  CECIL  RHODES  about 
1900.  RHODES  remodeled  the  old  Hall  and  occupied 
it  about  two  weeks,  went  to  Africa,  and  never  returned. 
His  family  recently  sold  it  to  SIR  LAWRENCE 
PHILIPPS,  the  present  owner.  I  could  not  find  at 
any  time  that  the  Hall  was  ever  occupied  by  a  family 
of  DALHAMS. 

This  Estate  covers  my  idea  of  an  old  English 
family,  continuing  to  observe  what  we  might  call 
feudal  relations  with  its  dependents.  This  respect  is 
shown  by  several  tablets  on  the  walls  of  the  Church 
dedicated  to  the  memory  of  a  faithful  cook  or  faithful 
butler,  who  had  served  the  family,  in  one  case  for  over 
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fifty  years.  The  present  DALHAM  HALL  is  an  old 
house  modernized,  of  which  I  have  photographs. 

There  was  a  family  of  DALHAM  S  as  shown  by 
a  pedigree,  a  copy  of  which  I  found  in  the  British 
Museum,  covering  what  I  would  call  the  rent  charges, 
which  were  transferred  and  retransferred  to  various 
DALHAMS,  and  finally  ended  about  the  end  of  the 
13th  Century.  Of  course,  without  examining  all  the 
records  in  the  Record  Office,  which  would  be  endless 
trouble  and  of  no  real  interest  to  me,  I  ceased  any 
further  examination  after  I  had  noted  the  manuscript 
above  referred  to. 

When  I  commenced  to  hunt  these  English  records, 
I  could  understand  why  SHACKELFORD  DALLAM 
sent  his  transcriptions  as  he  found  them  in  Latin,  be¬ 
cause  he  could  not  translate  them;  and  when  I  at¬ 
tempted  to  have  them  translated,  my  Latin  Professor 
was  incensed  that  I  should  offer  him  such  a  paper.  He 
said,  possibly  it  could  not  have  been  properly  tran¬ 
scribed,  that  it  wasn’t  Latin,  but  a  medieval  legal 
jargon,  which  no  classical  scholar  would  attempt  to 
translate. 

My  various  correspondents  have  given  me  a  num¬ 
ber  of  records,  and  in  comparing  these  and  reading 
them  in  connection  with  SHACKELFORD’S  records, 
and  the  pedigree  in  the  British  Museum,  I  may  say, 
that  a  family  did  exist  under  the  name  of  DALHAM, 
but  it  is  in  the  records  of  Lancastershire  that  we  find 
the  first  mention  of  the  name  of  DALLAM,  as  we  spell 
it.  These  records,  which  are  in  Chester,  extended  from 
1521  to  1827.  Before  1521,  they  were  at  Lichfield,  and 
there  are  several  places  where  the  name  is  spelt  with 
one  L.  There  are  several  other  records  down  to 
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the  17th  Century,  but  very  few  that  I  can  identify,  and 
with  no  such  continuity  as  would  allow  me  to  connect 
one  person  as  a  descendant  of  another.  The  family 
was  evidently  small  in  numbers  and  probably  all  came 
from  the  same  stock,  and  I  now  believe  that  the  only 
family  of  our  name  of  any  importance,  as  we  spell  it, 
DALLAM,  is  that  of  the  organ  builders,  which  starts 
with  THOMAS  DALLAM  who  wrote  the  “DIARY,” 
and  disappeared  in  the  18th  Century. 

The  several  contributions  to  Literature,  covering 
our  name,  were  the  “DALLAM  DIARY,”  the  records 
in  “GROVE’S  DICTIONARY  OF  MUSIC,”  and  in 
the  “DICTIONARY  OF  NATIONAL  BIOGRA¬ 
PHY.”  The  GROVE’S  DICTIONARY  was  first 
printed  in  1879  and  the  D.  N.  B.  apparently  about 
1885;  and  in  this  book,  under  the  head  of  the  life  of 
ROBERT  DALLAM  was  printed,  what  was  supposed 
to  be  a  true  copy  of  the  inscription  covering  the  slab 
on  his  tomb  in  the  Cloister  of  the  New  College  at 
Oxford.  This  inscription  is  transcribed  as : 

“His  jacet  D’mus  Robertus  Dallum  instru- 
menti  Pneumatici  (quod  vulgo  oeganum  nuncu- 
pant)  peritissimus  Artifex;  filius  Thomas  Dallum 
de  Dallum  in  Comitat  Lancastriae.” 

This  transcription  was  absolutely  wrong,  and  put  me 
to  unnecessary  trouble  as  I  will  show. 

Although  I  had  been  in  Oxford  several  times  and 
had  seen  the  slab,  I  never  took  the  trouble  to  examine 
it  attentively,  because  it  is  in  a  dark  part  of  the 
Cloisters,  but  I  accepted  the  inscription  as  it  appeared 
in  the  “DICTIONARY”  to  be  correct. 
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After  examining  DALHAM  in  Suffolk,  I  made  a 
visit  to  Warrington  which  includes  DALLAM  in  Lan- 
castershire,  the  place  from  whence  ROBERT  DAL¬ 
LAM  came  according  to  the  inscription  above.  When 
I  first  inquired  for  the  place,  the  policeman  asked  me, 
“What  do  you  want  to  go  there  for?  There  is  nothing 
there.”  Which  I  found  to  be  a  fact.  No  matter  what 
it  was  in  1216,  as  described  below,  it  never  had  either 
a  Postoffice  or  Parish  Church;  but  I  finally  found  at 
the  end  of  DALLAM  LANE,  a  most  unattractive  place 
called  SMITH’S  FARM,  beyond  which  was,  what  we 
Americans  would  call  a  wet  meadow,  or  what  the  Eng¬ 
lish  would  call  a  Moss.  I  found  a  few  houses  along¬ 
side  of  a  ditch  and  this  is  all  that  remains  of  that  im¬ 
portant  Hamlet,  if  it  ever  was  important.  It  cannot 
be  found  noted  on  any  Atlas  or  Map,  except  on  the 
ordnance  surveys  of  the  largest  scale.  It  is  now  simply 
a  geographic  expression  for  locality  with  indefinite 
boundaries,  except  those  possibly  described  in  the  orig¬ 
inal  grant,  as  noted  in  COUSIN  THERESA’S  book. 
In  fact,  the  locality  Directory  of  1927  only  shows  three 
residents  in  the  district  of  DALLAM. 

My  COUSIN  THERESA  found  that  the  first  men¬ 
tion  of  DALLAM,  as  a  place,  was  in  1216,  when 
William  the  Butler  was  granted  1700  acres  in  DAL¬ 
LAM.  He  shortly  afterwards  built  a  HALL,  which 
has  since  been  altered  into  two  dwellings,  and  changed 
his  name  from  BUTLER  to  BOTELIER,  and  was  the 
originator  of  that  family  which  is  prominent  in  Eng¬ 
land  today. 

After  examining  the  unattractive  neighborhood  of 
DALLAM,  I  motored  up  about  sixty  miles  due  north  to 
Milnthrop,  a  thoroughly  English  village,  inside  of 
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Westmoreland  County,  adjoining  which  is  the  show 
place  of  DALLAM  TOWER.  This  Estate  of  about 
10,000  acres  is  held  in  high  respect  by  the  people  of 
Westmoreland  County,  but  like  many  other  Estates 
it  is  not  worked  by  its  Owner,  but  is  let  out  on  leases, 
the  Owner  reserving  only  the  mansion  house  with 
about  150  acres  as  a  deer  park,  in  which  I  found  some 
of  these  gentle  animals  grazing,  as  described  in  Scott ’s 
poems,  and  not  disturbed  as  we  drove  by  them. 

The  earliest  history  of  the  property  is,  that  as  a 
small  Estate,  it  was  owned  by  three  sisters,  named 
de  Thweng,  who  were  supposed  to  be  very  rich.  It 
was  then  known  as  HAVERBRACK  and  held  by  them 
under  the  priory  of  Conishead.  The  building  became 
ruinous  early  in  the  Reign  of  Henry  VIII,  and  in  1543, 
the  property  of  the  dissolved  monastery  of  Conishead 
including  HAVERBRACK  HALL  was  granted  by  the 
Crown  to  WILLIAM  THORNBURGH,  who  erected  a 
building  out  of  the  remains  of  the  old  HALL,  which 
was  again  rebuilt  about  the  year  1720  by  its  owner,  the 
late  DANIEL  WILSON,  a  connection  of  the  THORN¬ 
BURGH  family.  The  present  owner  is  SIR  MAUR¬ 
ICE  BROMLEY-WILSON,  Bt.,  D.L.,  J.P. 

Through  the  courtesy  of  the  tenant,  the  house 
being  closed  for  the  summer,  and  the  kindness  of  MR. 
NANSON,  the  Agent  of  the  Estate,  I  went  through  the 
mansion,  found  it  an  ordinary  English  house  of  the 
Georgian  period,  lately  modernized,  with  nothing  par¬ 
ticularly  attractive  about  it.  Some  of  the  old  furniture 
still  remains  and  the  THORNBURGH  family  portraits 
adorn  its  walls. 

During  the  wars  between  the  Scotch  and  British 
in  the  13th  and  14tli  Centuries,  the  English  built  a 
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series  of  what  we  would  call  small  forts,  but  what  the 
English  call  Towers.  One  of  these  was  built  on  this 
property,  hence  its  name.  There  is  no  record  of  its 
exact  date  of  building,  but  possibly  between  1350  and 
1450,  and  of  this  Tower  nothing  remains,  and  even  the 
exact  spot  where  it  was  erected  is  not  definitely  deter¬ 
mined. 

During  the  Napoleonic  Wars,  the  English  built 
similar  Towers  along  the  Channel,  which  were  then 
called  MARTELLO  TOWERS  and  used  for  the  same 
purpose. 

The  owners  of  DALLAM  TOWER  have  en¬ 
deavored,  without  success,  to  ascertain  why  and  where 
it  obtained  its  name  of  DALLAM,  and  I  have  examined 
the  records  of  the  BARONY  OF  KENDALL,  and  find 
that  between  the  ownership  of  the  de  Thweng  sisters 
and  THORNBURGH  in  1520,  a  certain  man  assumed 
the  name  of  ROBERT  DALLAM  from  the  name  of  the 
property,  and  held  title  for  a  very  short  time,  and  then 
disappeared  as  the  title  passed  from  him.  In  my  own 
opinion,  as  he  does  not  appear  anywhere  else,  the 
name  DALLAM  was  undoubtedly  the  name  of  the 
Tower  long  before  this  man  held  title. 

As  herein  before  stated,  I  believe  if  the  DALLAM 
family  in  America  have  any  claim  to  an  English  ances¬ 
try,  that  claim  is  through  the  family  of  organ  builders. 

It  was  suggested  by  my  COUSIN  THERESA  and 
agreed  to  by  several  of  the  family  that,  as  the  slab  on 
the  floor  of  the  West  Cloister  of  New  College,  Oxford, 
was  being  impaired  by  constant  walking  over,  that  a 
tablet  be  prepared  and  placed  upon  the  wall  above  the 
grave,  which  would  we  thought,  last  longer  than  the 
flat  slab. 
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On  my  last  visit  to  Oxford  in  1928,  I  authorized 
MR.  HAROLD  S.  ROGERS,  a  prominent  Architect  in 
Oxford,  to  prepare  the  plan  for  such  a  tablet,  and 
obtain  permission  from  the  Authorities  to  have  it 
placed  in  position.  The  permission  was  immediately 
granted,  as  the  College  desires  to  perpetuate  old 
records,  and  the  tablet  has  been  placed  upon  the  wall 
of  the  Cloister  directly  behind  the  celebrated  window 
of  SIR  JOSHUA  REYNOLDS  in  the  Chapel.  MR. 
ROGERS  had  the  slab  cleaned  up  and  then  to  my  sur¬ 
prise,  we  found  that  the  transcription  in  the  “DIC¬ 
TIONARY  OF  NATIONAL  BIOGRAPHY”  was 
incorrect.  The  name  on  the  slab  was  spelt  DALLAM 
instead  of  DALLUM  and  that  instead  of  noting  DAL¬ 
LAM  IN  LANCASTERSHIRE,  the  true  inscription 
was  DALTON  IN  LANCASTERSHIRE.  A  true  copy  ' 
is  as  follows: 

Hie  Jacet 

ROBERTUS  DALLAM 

Instrumenti  Pneumatici 
quod  vulgo  Organum  nuncupant 
peritissimus  Artifex 
filius  THOMAE  DALLAM 
de  Dalton  in  Comitatu  Lancastriae 
Mortuus  est 

ultimo  die  Maii  A  D  1665 
aetatis  suae  63 
Qui 

Postquam  diversas  Europae  plagas 
hac  arte 

(qua  praecipue  claruit) 
exornasset 

Solum  hoc  tandem,  in  quo  requiescit 
cinere  suo  insignivit 
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ceding  page  is  m  follows  ;Latm  lnSCnption  on  the  Pre- 
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In  the  Parish  Church  in  Warrington,  I  have  only 
been  able  to  find  two  records  as  follows :  One  of 
the  marriage  of  JOHN  DODINGE  to  ANNA  DAL¬ 
LAM  on  October  5,  1600 ;  the  other  the  burial  of 
RICHARD  son  of  THOMAS  DALLAM  on  May  29, 
1600.  In  London  I  have  found  two  marriages,  one  in 
1582  of  ALICE  DALLAM,  spinster,  and  in  1595, 
MARGARET  DALLAM,  widow  of  JOHN  DALLAM, 
to  WILLIAM  BOLTON. 

I  am  fully  convinced  that  there  was  only  the  one 
family  of  our  name  and  that  is  fully  described  in  the 
Third  Edition,  1927  of  “GROVE’S  DICTIONARY 
OF  MUSIC”  which  I  abstract  in  full: 

GROVE ’S 

DICTIONARY  OF  MUSIC 
AND  MUSICIANS 
THIRD  EDITION 
THE  MACMILLAN  COMPANY 
1927 

“DALLAM  (Dalham,  Dallum,  Dallans),  the  name  of  a 
family  of  English  organ-builders  in  the  17th  Century.  The 
eldest  was  employed  in  1G05-06  to  build  an  organ  for  King’s 
College,  Cambridge,  for  which  purpose  he  closed  his  work¬ 
shop  in  London  and  removed  his  whole  establishment  to  Cam¬ 
bridge.  He  and  his  men  were  lodged  in  the  town,  but  boarded 
in  the  College  Hall.  Rimbault  (History  of  the  Organ)  gives 
a  very  curious  account  of  every  item  paid  for  building  this 
organ.  It  was  destroyed  in  the  time  of  the  Long  Parliament, 
but  the  case,  with  some  alterations,  remains  to  this  day.  This 
Dallam’s  Christian  name  docs  not  appear  in  the  College 
books,  but  he  is  most  probably  identical  with  (1)  THOMAS 
DALLAM,  who  built  an  organ  for  Worcester  Cathedral  in 
1613  (see  Great  Organ).  He  came  to  London  from  Dallam 
in  Lancashire,  and  was  apprenticed  to  a  member  of  the 
Blacksmiths’  Company,  of  which  he  afterwards  became  a 
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liveryman.  The  organs  which  he  built  for  King’s  College, 
Cambridge,  and  for  Worcester  Cathedral  were  taken  down  at 
the  time  of  the  Civil  War;  parts  of  the  former  are  said  to 
be  contained  in  the  existing  instrument.  He  was  in  all  prob¬ 
ability  the  same  Dallam  who  in  1615,  1632  and  1637  was  em¬ 
ployed  to  repair  the  Organ  of  Magdalen  College,  Oxford.  In 
1599-1600  he  made  a  journey  to  Constantinople  with  a 
mechanical  clock-organ  for  the  Grand  Turk.  His  diary  was 
printed  by  the  HAKLUYT  SOCIETY  in  1893.  For  a  fac¬ 
simile  from  the  same  see  Mus.  T.,  1905,  pp.  649-737.  The 
three  following  were  probably  his  sons : 

(2)  ROBERT  (b.  1602;  d.  1665),  who  is  buried  in  the 
Cloisters  Of  New  College,  Oxford,  for  which  College  he  built 
the  organ;  but  his  principal  work  was  that  of  York  Minster, 
since  destroyed  by  tire.  He  also  built  a  similar  organ  for  St. 
Paul’s  Cathedral,  lie  was,  like  his  father,  a  member  of  the 
Blacksmiths’  Company.  Between  1624  and  1627,  when  Father 
Smith,  after  putting  in  four  new  stops,  sold  the  choir  organ 
for  £100  to  St.  Michael  ’s-le-Belfry,  York.  It  remained  there 
until  1885,  when  it  was  sold  for  £4  to  an  organ-builder  of 
York.  It  is  said  that  Dallam  received  £1000  for  the  organ, 
but  there  is  no  foundation  for  the  statement.  In  1634  he 
built  an  organ  for  Jesus  College,  Cambridge,  in  the  agreement 
for  which  lie  is  called  ‘Robert  Dallam  of  Westminster.’  He 
added  pedals  in  1635 ;  the  organ,  after  being  taken  down  at 
the  time  of  the  Civil  War,  was  replaced  at  the  Restoration. 
In  1635  he  built  an  organ  for  Canterbury  Cathedral.  The 
Calendar  of  State  Papers  for  the  same  year  contains  a  bill 
of  Robert  Dallam’s,  dated  Nov.  12,  for  work  done  to  Laud’s 
organ  at  Lambeth.  An  organ  which  he  built  for  St.  Mary 
Woolnoth’s  was  so  much  injured  in  the  fire  of  London  that  it 
was  replaced  by  a  new  instrument  built  by  Father  Smith, 
who,  however,  used  some  of  Dallam’s  stops. 

Bibl. — D.N.B.;  Hopkins  and  Rimbault,  THE  ORGAN, 
3rd  ed. 

(3)  RALPH  (d.  1673)  built  an  organ  for  St.  George’s 
Chapel,  Windsor,  at  the  Restoration,  as  well  as  those  at 
Rugby,  Hackney  and  Lynn  Regis.  The  Windsor  organ  is  still 
preserved  at  St.  Peter  ’s-in-the-East,  St.  Albans.  He  died 
while  making  the  organ  at  Greenwich  Church,  begun  by  him 
in  Feb.,  1672.  His  will,  dated  Aug.  2,  1673,  proved  Sept.  19, 
1673,  gives  evidence  of  his  death  between  those  dates,  and 
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shows  that  he  had  two  brothers,  GEORGE  and  THOMAS, 
and  two  sisters,  MAY  and  KATHERINE  (wife  of  Thomas 
Harrison  of  London,  organ-maker).  James  White,  his  part¬ 
ner,  finished  the  Greenwich  organ  in  1673.  (4)  GEORGE 
lived  in  Purple  Lane  in  1672,  and  in  1686  added  a  ‘Cliaire 
Organ’  to  Harris’s  instrument  in  Hereford  Cathedral.” 

Y.deP. ;  addns.  W.B.S. 

We,  of  course,  have  to  accept  these  statements  as 
correct,  but  other  records  I  have  found  contradict  some 
of  them.  In  one  of  the  old  Dictionaries,  I  found  a  state¬ 
ment  that  THOMAS  DALLAM  died  in  1632,  but 
GROVE’S  does  not  give  the  date  of  his  death. 

I  also  found  stated  that  there  was  a  tablet  in 
Greenwich  Church  to  GEORGE  DALLAM,  but  on  an 
examination,  the  verger  denied  that  there  ever  was 
such  a  tablet.  These  masters,  when  they  did  their  work, 
were  residents  of  London  and  their  personal  records 
would  be  found  in  the  various  Churches  of  London  and 
Westminster.  It  will  be  impracticable  to  examine  all 
these  Church  registers  and  really  of  no  use. 

I  have,  nevertheless,  had  made  a  search  for  Wills 
in  the  old  Prerogative  Courts  of  Canterbury,  1680- 
1715,  which  have  jurisdiction  over  all  England  and  the 
minor  London  Courts,  and  for  the  same  period  in  ST. 
PAUL’S,  WESTMINSTER  and  MIDDLESEX,  and 
my  correspondent  could  only  find  one  Will,  in  ST. 
PAUL’S,  of  GEORGE  DALLAM,  December  9,  1684, 
who  apparently  had  no  sons,  as  he  devised  his  entire 
Estate  to  his  Wife  and  three  daughters. 

An  official  search  from  the  “COLLEGE  OF 
ARMS,”  shows  that  no  member  of  the  DALLAM 
family  was  ever  Knighted.  A  similar  search  shows 
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THE  DALLAM  FAMILY 


that  the  only  Arms  granted  to  one  of  the  family,  were 
those  granted  to  THOMAS  DALLAM,  whose  daughter 
married  SIR  MICHAEL  DORMER,  Lord  Mayor  of 
London  in  1541-42.  This  could  not  have  been  our 
THOMAS  DALLAM  because  he  lived  until  1632. 


As  RICHARD  DALLAM  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary  to  leave  any  record  of  his  birth  or  from  whence 
he  came,  I  think  we  will  have  to  remain  without 
legal  identification  of  him  with  the  London  family. 
Although  I  believe  he  was  a  grandson  of  THOMAS 
DALLAM,  I  cannot  say  which  of  the  sons  of  THOMAS 
was  his  father,  and  would  say  that  legally  our  family 
commenced  with  RICHARD  DALLAM,  who  came 
over,  according  to  tradition,  probably  in  1694  or  1696, 
and  made  his  first  legal  appearance  in  1701,  as  stated 
in  this  History  of  the  family. 

July,  1929. 
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